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CARTAN SEMIGROUPS AND TWISTED GROUPOID C*-ALGEBRAS

TRISTAN BICE, LISA ORLOFF CLARK, YING-FEN LIN, AND KATHRYN MCCORMICK

ABSTRACT. We prove that twisted groupoid C*-algebras are characterised, up to isomor-
phism, by having Cartan semigroups, a natural generalisation of normaliser semigroups of
Cartan subalgebras. This extends the classic Kumjian-Renault theory to general twisted
étale groupoid C*-algebras, even non-reduced C*-algebras of non-effective groupoids.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Groupoid C*-algebras have been playing an ever increasing role in C*-algebra theory
since their inception in [28]. Indeed, it is rare to meet a C*-algebra that can not be built
in a natural way from some groupoid. This begs the question — what exactly distinguishes
groupoid C*-algebras from arbitrary C*-algebras? For reduced C*-algebras of twisted ef-
fective étale groupoids, the Kumjian-Renault theory developed in [22] and [29] provides
a complete answer — these are (up to isomorphism) precisely the C*-algebras A which
have a Cartan subalgebra B, i.e. a maximal commutative C*-subalgebra (MASA) whose
normalisers N(B) generate A and which is the range of a faithful conditional expecta-
tion £ : A — B. And while a particular C*-algebra may arise from different twisted
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effective étale groupoids, the choice of Cartan subalgebra B completely determines the
groupoid, which can be constructed directly from its normaliser semigroup N (B). Indeed,
in the resulting twisted groupoid C*-algebra, B gets identified with the diagonal subalge-
bra consisting of functions supported on the unit space, while its normalisers N(B) get
identified with the monomial semigroup consisting of functions supported on bisections.
Cartan subalgebras and their normalisers thus again completely characterise diagonal
subalgebras and monomial semigroups of reduced C*-algebras of twisted effective étale
groupoids.

But what of non-effective étale groupoids? Even recovering such a groupoid from its
reduced C*-algebra and diagonal subalgebra then becomes an impossible task in general
(e.g. Z4 and Zs x Zs give rise to the same Cartan pair [13]), although in some cases
this can be achieved under some strong conditions on the isotropy, as in [13], or in the
presence of a dual group action, as in [12]. In the algebraic setting of Steinberg algebras
of ample groupoids, an analog of the Kumjian-Renault theory has been established in
work of the last three authors and coauthors in [3] which does indeed apply to some non-
effective groupoids, namely those satisfying the ‘local bisection hypothesis’. However, the
C*-algebraic version of the local bisection hypothesis has been shown recently in work
of the last three authors and coauthors in [2] to only apply to effective groupoids, thus
ruling out a similar approach in the C*-algebra setting.

Our goal here is to show that an entirely satisfactory extension of the Kumjian-Renault
theory to C*-algebras of general twisted étale groupoids can be achieved by shifting focus
from the diagonal subalgebra to the monomial semigroup. This approach is in line with
previous work of the first two authors in [8] showing how to recover general étale groupoids
from ‘bumpy semigroups’ of bisection-supported functions. Similarly, the algebraic analog
of the Kumjian-Renault theory mentioned above in [3] has recently been extended by the
first author to bundles over general ample groupoids in [5] and their resulting Steinberg
rings, which have a distinguished semigroup as a defining part of their structure.

Accordingly, here we introduce Cartan semigroups as the appropriate generalisation
of normaliser semigroups of Cartan subalgebras. Indeed, a Cartan semigroup N is still
required to generate the ambient C*-algebra A and to contain a commutative semi-Cartan
subalgebra B (generated by the positive elements of N), which is also the range of a
conditional expectation £ : A — B. However, we do not require B to be a MASA —
instead we place a weaker ‘stability’ condition on our expectation E which still ensures
its uniqueness and that the groupoid we build is Hausdorff. We do not even need to
assume our expectation F is faithful and, as a result, our work applies not only to reduced
C*-algebras but also full C*-algebras and all exotic C*-completions in between.

With these Cartan semigroups we are able to prove exactly the same kind of results
even for non-effective groupoids. Specifically, we show that twisted groupoid C*-algebras
are completely characterised (up to isomorphism) by having a Cartan semigroup. We
show that the resulting semi-Cartan subalgebras B characterise diagonal subalgebras,
while summable Cartan semigroups (those that are also closed under compatible sums)
characterise monomial semigroups on the groupoid side. Most of the paper is devoted to
proving the following:

Theorem 1.1. [Corollary 11.11] Let A be a C*-algebra containing a Cartan semigroup
N with semi-Cartan subalgebra B generated by the positive elements of N and a stable
expectation E : A — B (see Definition 3.1). We then have an isomorphism ¥ from A
onto a twisted groupoid C*-algebra C' = cl(C.(2;G)). Moreover,
(1) If N is summable then W(N) is the monomial semigroup cl(N.(X;G)), where
N.(2;G) ={a € C(2;G) : q(5upp(a)) is a compact bisection}.
(2) If E is faithful then C' = W(A) is the reduced C*-algebra C}(3;G).
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What is more, if we start with a twisted groupoid C*-algebra, then its monomial semi-
group is a Cartan semigroup and its usual diagonal is a semi-Cartan subalgebra by Propo-
sition 3.3, and the original twist is recovered by Theorem 1.1, see Remark 10.4.

Incidentally, while the Cartan semigroup N may be distinct from the normaliser semi-
group N(B) used in the Kumjian-Renault theory, N is always contained in N(B), by
Lemma 4.1. In fact, if N = N(B) then B is a MASA, by Theorem 12.3. If the expectation
E is also faithful then, by (2) above, our result reduces to the classical Kumjian-Renault
result. Even in this case, however, our work has some added value, as we build groupoids
>} and G using ultrafilters, in contrast to the original construction via a groupoid of germs.
The advantage of ultrafilters is that they have a nice general theory which parallels the
classical theory of maximal ideals. Thus, even for the original normaliser semigroups of
Cartan subalgebras, our work provides an alternative approach to the Kumjian-Renault
theory.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we establish notation and preliminaries
for twisted groupoid C*-algebras. In Section 3, we define Cartan smigroups and semi-
Cartan subalgebras, and develop the building blocks we need. In Section 7-Section 8, we
introduce the domination relation and the groupoid of ultrafilters defined by this relation.
Section 9 lays the groundwork for the twist, while Section 10 defines the twist and quotient
map. In Section 11, we conclude our goal of representing a semi-Cartan pair as a twisted
groupoid C*-algebra, and Section 12 spells out the specific case when we have a MASA.
In the final section, we compare some variants of the domination relation.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Normed Spaces. As usual, a norm on a complex vector space A is a subadditive
function || - || : A — Ry which is non-zero on A\ {0} and satisfies ||za| = |2]||a||, for all
z € Cand a € A. The unit ball of A with respect to a given norm || - || is then denoted by

Al ={a€A:|a] <1}

A contraction is a linear map D : A — B between normed spaces with D(A') C B!, If an
operator D : A — A is contractive with respect to some norm || - || then we call that norm
D-contractive. If D : A — A is contractive and idempotent (that is, D o D = D), then
we call it an expectation. If A is a *-algebra then a C*-norm on A is a submultiplicative
norm with

la*all = [la]*,

for all a € A. The completion of A with respect to any C*-norm is then a C*-algebra. Note
that by [10, I11.6.10.3] an expectation between C*-algebras is a conditional expectation in

the traditional sense of [10, I1.6.10.1].
For any function f : X — C, we denote its support by

supp(f) :={z € X : f(z) # 0}.

We also define the (at this stage possibly infinite valued) supremum norm of f by
[flloc == sup [f(z)]
zeX

The C*-algebra of bounded functions on X will then be denoted by
(X)) =A{f: X = C[||fllc < o0}
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If X is a topological space, we also denote the open support (respectively, closed support)

of f: X — Cby

supp®(f) = int(supp(f))
supp(f) := cl(supp(f).
We further denote the (compactly supported) continuous C-valued functions on X by
C(X):={f: X — C| f is continuous} and
Ce(X) :={f € C(X) : supp(f) is compact}.

Note that supp®(f) = supp(f), for any f € C(X) — from now on we usually write supp®(f)
rather than supp(f) to clearly distinguish open supports from closed supports. Also note
that C.(X) C £*(X), so we can define the continuous functions vanishing at infinity as
the closure of C.(X) in £*(X). We denote these by

Co(X) = cloo(Ce(X)).

The classic Gelfand duality tells us that every commutative C*-algebra B is isomorphic
to one of the form Cy(X), for some locally compact Hausdorff space X. Specifically, B
may be identified with Cy(Xpg), where Xp is the set of all maximal ideals I C B with the
hull-kernel topology, i.e. generated by {Xj}ycp where

Xb:{IEXBb¢[}

More precisely, for each I € Xp, there is a unique character (I) : B — C with ker((I)) = I
and each b € B can be identified with b € Cy(Xp) defined by b(I) = (I)(b). Whenever
convenient, we will use this identification of B with Cy(Xp) in our arguments as well as the
continuous functional calculus it leads too. Specifically, any continuous function f on C
with f(0) = 0 can be applied to any normal element a of a C*-algebra A to yield another
element f(a) € A identified with the function on X¢-(,) defined by f(a)() = f(a(1))
(where C*(a) denotes the C*-subalgebra of A generated by a).

2.2. Twists. There are various definitions of twisted groupoids in the literature, e.g. see
(1,12, 11, 14, 22, 24, 29, 30]. For us it will be convenient to use a generalisation from [22]
of the original definition of a twist as a principal bundle of groupoids.

If G is a groupoid, we let G(©) denote the unit space of G, G® denote the collection
of composable pairs, and let s : G — G and r : G — G© be the source and range
maps, respectively. Recall that if G is a groupoid, then O C G is called a bisection of G
if O7'0 € G and OO~' € G, A groupoid is étale when it carries a topology with a
basis of open bisections which is closed under pointwise products and inverses.

Definition 2.1. A T-groupoid is a Hausdorff topological groupoid ¥ on which we have a
free continuous action of T such that, for all t € T and (e, f) € £?),

t(ef) = (te)f = e(tf).
A twist is a continuous open groupoid homomorphism ¢ : ¥ — G from a T-groupoid X

onto a locally compact Hausdorff étale groupoid G such that T acts transitively on each
fibre (i.e. such that ¢7'({q(e)}) = Te, for all e € X2).

The first thing to note is that twists restrict to homeomorphisms of unit spaces.
Proposition 2.2. Any twist ¢ : ¥ — G restricted to ©(*) is a homeomorphism onto G©).

Proof. Since q is a groupoid homomorphism, we have ¢(X(®) C G, For injectivity,
suppose e, f € X with g(e) = ¢(f). Then e = tf, for some t € T, by the transitivity
of the action on each fibre. But then te = t(ec) = (te)e = fe, so s(f) = r(e) and hence
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e = f as they are units. Also, since ¢ is surjective, for any g € G(© we have e € ¥ with
q(e) = g and hence ¢(s(e)) = s(q(e)) = s(g) = g. This shows that ¢ maps X onto G©.

As ¢ is continuous on X, its restriction to YO is continuous. It only remains to show
that the restriction is also an open map. Accordingly, say gy — ¢ in G, As ¢ is an
open map, we have a subnet (g,) and another net (e,) C ¥ with ¢(e,) = g,, for all
v, and e, — q\g(lo) (9), by [17, §11.13.2]. For each 7, we then see that s(e,) € X and
q(s(e,)) = s(a(e,)) = s(g,) = g5~ Also s(e,) — s(ql50) (9)) = dl50) (9), showing g|sw is an
open map, again by [17, §I1.13.2]. O

Remark 2.3. The proof of Proposition 2.2 applies equally well to ‘pretwists’ ¢ : ¥ — G,
which are just like twists but without the requirement that ¥ is Hausdorff. Indeed, we can
use Proposition 2.2 to show that, for any pretwist ¢ : ¥ — G, the following are equivalent:

(1) ¥ is Hausdorff.

(2) 2O is closed in X.

(3) ¢ 1(G©) is Hausdorff.

(4) £ is closed in ¢~ 1(G®).
To see this, first recall that a topological groupoid I' is Hausdorff precisely when its unit
space I'© is both Hausdorff and closed in I'. As £ is Hausdorff, taking ' to be &
and ¢~ 1(G©) respectively yields (1)<>(2) and (3)<>(4) thanks to Proposition 2.2 and the
assumption that G is Hausdorff. On the other hand, taking I' to be G tells us that
GO is closed and hence ¢~1(G®)) is closed too, as ¢ is continuous, from which (2)<(4)
immediately follows as well. Thus in Definition 2.1, we could replace the requirement that
>’ is Hausdorff with any of the other equivalent conditions above.

Note the T-action of any T-groupoid ¥ is completely determined by its restriction to
YO as te = t(r(e)e) = (tr(e))e, for all t € T and e € ¥. For twists, this restricted
T-action yields a topological groupoid isomorphism from T x G onto ¢~*(G(®).

Proposition 2.4. If g : ¥ — G is a twist, then we have a topological groupoid isomor-
phism 1t : T x GO — ¢~ H(GO)) given by u(t,g) = tq|£(10) (g9) such that, for all e € X,

u(t,q(r(e)))e = te = eu(t, q(s(e))).

Proof. By Proposition 2.2, q|£(10) is continuous. As the T-action is also continuous, ¢ is
continuous. As the T-action is free, ¢ is also injective with inverse t:~!(e) = (7(e), q(e)) for
e € ¢7HG), where 7(e) is the unique element of T such that e = 7(e)s(e) = 7(e)r(e). If
were not continuous then we would have a net ey — e in ¢7'(G®) such that 7(ey) 4 7(e).
As T is compact, we would then have a subnet (7(e,)) converging to some t # 7(e). But
then e, = 7(ey)s(e,) — ts(e) # 7(e)s(e) = e, showing that the subnet (e,) has two
distinct limits, contradicting the fact ¥ is Hausdorff. Thus, 7 must be continuous and ¢
must be a homeomorphism, hence a groupoid isomorphism. Finally just note that

ot a(r(e)))e = (talgh, (a(r(e))))e = (tr(e))e = t(r(c)e) = te
and, likewise, te = ew(t, q(s(e))), for allt € T and e € X. O
Sometimes twists are also required to be proper. However, for us this is automatic.
Proposition 2.5. Fvery twist q : ¥ — G is a proper map.

Proof. We follow the proof of [15, Lemma 2.2]. Let K C G be compact and (ey) be
a net in q_l(K ). As K is compact, we may revert to a subnet if necessary to ensure
q(ex) — q(e) € K, for some e € ¥.. As ¢ is an open map, reverting to a further subnet if
necessary, we have (fy) C X with g(ey) = ¢(f\) and fy — e. As the T-action is transitive
on fibres, we then have (¢,) C T with e, = ¢, f, for all A. Reverting to yet another subnet
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if necessary, we can ensure that ¢y — ¢, for some t € T, and hence e\ = t,f\ — te. As
q(te) = q(e) € K, we have shown that every net in ¢~!(K) has a convergent subnet and
hence ¢~ 1(K) is compact. This shows ¢ is a proper map. O

It follows that the domain of a twist must be locally compact, just like the range.
Corollary 2.6. If ¢ : X — G s a twist, then X is locally compact.

Proof. For every e € X, the local compactness of G means that we have some compact
neighbourhood K of ¢g(e). As ¢ is a continuous proper map, ¢~ '(K) is then a compact
neighbourhood of e, showing that 3 is indeed locally compact. U

2.3. Twisted Groupoid C*-Algebras. Assume we have a twist ¢ : ¥ — G. We say
a: Y — Cis T-contravariant if a(te) = ta(e), for all t € T and e € 3. We define classes
of T-contravariant continuous C-valued functions by

C(3;G) :={a € C(Y) : ais T-contravariant},
Co(X;G) :==C(8;G) N Cy(X), and
C.(Z;G) =C(E;G)NC(X).
The convolution of any a,b € C.(X; G) is the function ab € C.(X; G) given by
ab(e) := Y al(o(g))blalg)e) = Y alealg) )b(o(9)),
g€q(e)G 9€Gq(e)

where 0 : G — ¥ is a (not necessarily continuous) section of g, i.e. satisfying q(c(g)) = g,
for all ¢ € G. Note that compactness of supports is used to show the above sums are
finite and define another element of C.(X; G). Together with sums, scalar products with
z € C and the involution defined as usual by

(a+0)(e) :==ale) +b(e),  (za)(e) :=2z(ale)) and  a*(e) :=ale)),

this makes C.(3; G) a *-algebra, that has a diagonal map D given by
ale) if g(e) € GO
0 otherwise.
Note D is an idempotent map from C.(¥; G) onto

B.(%;G) = {a € C.(%;G) : q(supp°(a)) € GV},
And B.(¥;G) is contained in the *-semigroup

N.(%;G) :={a € C(%;G) : q(supp(a)) is a compact bisection},
which is in turn contained in the *-semigroup
S :={a € C(Z;G) : q(supp’(a)) is a bisection}

(note here that Proposition 2.5 implies N.(3;G) € S N C.(X;G) and in general the
containment can be proper). We also define

No(2;G) :={a € Cy(3;G) : q(supp’(a)) is a bisection}

By [2, Theorem 3.1(3)], G is effective if and only if the normalisers of Co(G®) in C*(%; G)
are a subset of S.

Proposition 2.7. Every C*-norm || - || on C.(X; G) agrees with || - ||c on N.(X; G).
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Proof. The argument is similar to the untwisted case of [30, Corollary 9.3.4] and [18,
Proposition 3.14]. First, for any n € N.(X; G), Proposition 2.5 yields n*n € B.(X; G) and
In*n|l = ||n]|%. Thus it suffices to show that every C*-norm ||| on C.(X; G) agrees with
| [|oo on B.(X; G). This follows for the same reason that any C*-norm on C.(G(?) agrees
with the supremum norm on C.(G(®). Specifically note that, for any open O C G(© with
cl(O) compact,
Bo = {a € Ce(%;G) : g(supp®(a)) € O}

is a C*-algebra with respect to || - ||o isomorphic to Cy(0). As C*-norms on C*-algebras
are unique (see [10, 11.2.2.10]), it follows that || - || agrees with || - ||cc on Bo. But B.(3; G)
is the union of these Bp’s and hence || - || agrees with || - ||« everywhere on B.(3; G).

U

We will be particularly interested in D-contractive C*-norms on C.(X;G). The com-
pletion of C.(X;G) with respect to such a norm is a C*-algebra A on which we have a
unique expectation E extending the diagonal map D. Any C*-algebra A obtained in this
way will be called a twisted groupoid C*-algebra. The two most important examples are
the full and reduced twisted groupoid C*-algebras obtained as the completion of C.(3; )
with respect to the full norm || - ||; and reduced norm || - ||, respectively given by

llallf := sup{|la|| : || - || is a C*-norm on C.(3;G)} and
a|l, := sup{||D(c*a*ac)||? : ¢ € C.(X; G) and ||D(c*¢)|oo < 1}
(For more information about why these are D-contractive C*-norms, see [1], [12, Remark

2.5] or [30]).
The reduced norm is the opposite of the full norm in the following sense.

Proposition 2.8. The reduced norm is the smallest D-contractive C*-norm on C.(%; G).

Proof. Let || - || be any D-contractive C*-norm on C.(3; G), which must agree with || - ||
on B.(X;G) by Proposition 2.7. By [10, 11.6.10.2], the unique expectation E on the
completion A extending D must be positive and hence, for all a,c € C.(X;G) with
[D(c )]l < 1,

ID(c*a"ac) | = |E(c"a”ac)l| < | E([lal*c"o)|| = la*[| E(c*c)ll = llal*|D(c*0) | < lla]l*.
As ¢ was arbitrary, this shows that ||al|,. < ||a]|. O

The D-contractive condition is crucial here, as there may be no minimal C*-norm, even
for examples like the trivial twist on Z — see Caleb Eckhardt’s comment in [16]. While a
C*-completion A of C.(3; G) will no longer just consist of functions on ¥, if the C*-norm
in question is D-contractive then there will at least be a canonical ‘j-map’ taking elements
of A back to T-contravariant functions on 3.

Proposition 2.9. If A is any D-contractive C*-completion of C.(X;G) then there is
unique contractive map j : A — Co(3; G) extending the identity on C.(3; Q).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that every D-contractive C*-norm || - || on C.(3;G) dominates

the supremum norm || - ||«. Accordingly, take any a € C.(3;G) and e € X. Further

taking any n € N.(X; G) with n(e) = 1 = ||n||, note ||n|| = 1 by Proposition 2.7 so
la(e)] = lan™(r(e))] < [[D(an”)[loo = [[D(an®)[| < llallln]] = [lal]

As e was arbitrary, this shows that ||a|| < ||a||, as required. O

If A above is the reduced C*-algebra C*(3;G) then j will even be injective and j(ab)
will always be the convolution of j(a) and j(b) (where the sums involved may no longer
be finite but still converge absolutely — see [12]). In other words, j(C}(X; G)) is a concrete
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C*-algebra of functions with respect to convolution which we could simply identify with
C*(X; G). Reduced C*-algebras can even by defined directly from functions in first place,
even for more general Fell bundles, as in [7]. However, in keeping with the more traditional
mindset, in the present paper we will continue to distinguish C}(X; G) from j(C}(X2; G))
and view the latter primarily as a linear subspace of Cy(X; G).

In general, we can still show that the map j is injective on the closure of N.(3;G).

Proposition 2.10. If A is any D-contractive C*-completion of C.(2; G), then the j-map
restricts to a semigroup isomorphism from cl(N.(3; G)) onto No(%; G).

Proof. As j is contractive, j(cl(N.(X;G))) C clo((Ne(2;G))) = No(X;G). For the
reverse inclusion note that, for any n € Ny(3; G) and k € N, we can define n* € N.(3; G)
with ||n — nf|lo < 1/k by

7=

max(0,|n(e)] —

In(e)]
It follows that ||n' — n*|| = ||n' — n*|| < |7 — 1| so (n*) is Cauchy and hence has some
limit m € cl(N.(X; G)) with j(m) = n, thus showing that No(2;G) C j(cl(N.(3;G))).
For any other (my) C N.(3; G) with my — n in No(X; G), we can revert to a subsequence
if necessary to ensure that ||my — n|l < 1/k. Then supp(m}) C supp®(n) and hence
mk —n* € N.(X;G), so

nF(e) := )n(e).

Iy, = n* | < Jlmg, — mig]| + [lmi — n®||

= |lmy — miglloo + [lmig — n"|lo
< 2[my — mi oo + M = nlloe + (11— 2"
<4/k
— 0.
Thus my — m in A, showing that m is the unique element of cl(V.(3; G)) with j(m) = n.

Finally, for any m,n € cl(N.(3; G)), we see that m*n* converges to both j(mn) and
j(m)j(n) in No(X; G), so j is not just bijective but also a semigroup isomorphism. O

Accordingly, we will often identify cl(NV.(3; G)) with Ny(3; G) via Proposition 2.10 and
refer to both as the monomial semigroup. The terminology here comes from the fact that,
in the special case of a matrix algebra M, (viewed as C'(X; G)) where X is the trivial twist
over the full equivalence relation G = {(i,7) : 1 <4,7 < k} on k elements), the monomial
semigroup consists precisely of the monomial matrices, i.e. those matrices with at most
one non-zero entry in each row and each column.

Incidentally, building on Proposition 2.10, one can even show that the j-map restricts
to a *-algebra isomorphism from span(cl(N.(3; G))) onto span(Ny(X; G)). This will also
become apparent as a by-product of our later work.

3. CARTAN SEMIGROUPS

For any subset N of a C*-algebra A, let us denote its positive cone by
Ny :={n"n:ne N}
Furthermore, let C*(N) denote the C*-subalgebra generated by N.
Definition 3.1. Let A be a C*-algebra. We call N C A a Cartan semigroup if

(1) N is a closed *-subsemigroup of A with dense span,
(2) B := C*(N,) is a commutative subsemigroup of N, and
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(3) there is an expectation E from A onto B such that, for all n € N,
E(n)n* € B. (Stable)
In this case we call B the associated semi-Cartan subalgebra.

Cartan semigroups and their associated semi-Cartan subalgebras provide a convenient
general framework to extend the Kumjian-Renault theory, as we will see in the following
sections. The first thing to note is that semi-Cartan subalgebras (even those coming
from the summable Cartan semigroups defined below) are more general than Cartan
subalgebras. For one thing, a semi-Cartan subalgebra B need only be commutative, not
maximal commutative (from here on abbreviated to MASA as usual). As a result, semi-
Cartan subalgebras arise even from non-effective groupoids (e.g. discrete groups). But
we also do not require the expectation E to be faithful and consequently semi-Cartan
subalgebras arise not only in reduced C*-algebras but also in full C*-algebras and all
other C*-completions of C.(X;G) in between.

The Cartan semigroups that arise in practice often satisfy one further condition.

Definition 3.2. Given a Cartan semigroup N with associated semi-Cartan subalgebra
B, call C' C N a compatible subset of N if, for all ¢,d € C, both ¢*d and cd* lie in B.
We call N summable if it is closed under taking finite (equivalently pairwise) compatible
sums, i.e. if, for all m,n € N,

m*n,mn* € B = m+n € N. (Summable)

Proposition 3.3. Let ¢ : X — G be a twist. If A is a D-contractive C*-completion of
C.(2; G), then the monomial semigroup N = cl(N.(X;G)) is a summable Cartan semi-
group in A whose associated semi-Cartan subalgebra is the diagonal B := cl(B.(2;G))).

Proof. First note that, as N.(X; G) is a *-subsemigroup of C.(X; G) that spans C.(X; G),
its closure N is a *-subsemigroup with dense span. Also B.(3;G) C N.(3; G) immediately
implies B C N. Now identify N with Ny(X; G), which we can do by Proposition 2.10. For
any n € N, setting O = ¢(supp®(n)) yields ¢(supp®(n*n)) C OO € G©. Thus N, C B
and hence C*(N,) C B, while certainly B, C N, and hence B = C*(B;) C C*(N,) so
B = C*(N,). Again, for any n € N, set O = ¢(supp°(n)) and note that

q(supp®(E(n)n*)) € (ON GOt c 00~ c GOY

so E(n)n* € B, thus verifying (Stable). This shows that N is a Cartan semigroup.
For summability, take m,n € N with m*n,mn* € B. Letting U = ¢(supp®(m)) and
V = q(supp®(n)), note G D g(supp®(m*n)) = U~'V and, likewise, UV~ C G©. This
means U UV D ¢(supp®(m + n)) is a bisection and hence m +n € N, as required. O

If G is not effective then the semi-Cartan B is not a MASA. Indeed, then we have some
a € C.(¥; @) with ¢g(supp®(a)) contained in the isotropy of G' but not contained in the
unit space G(©. This implies that a commutes with every b € B even though a itself is
not in B, showing that B is not a MASA.

Remark 3.4. There can also be non-summable Cartan semigroups contained in
cl(N.(X; G)), for example obtained by restricting to functions supported on a suitable
basis. Specifically, say we have basis B of open bisections of G' containing the unit space
that is also closed under open subsets, products and inverses, i.e.

(1) GV ¢ B,

(2) O CU € B implies O € B, and

(3) OU,O0~ ' € B, for all O,U € B.
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Then we have a Cartan semigroup given by
Np := cl({n € C(3;G)) : q(supp®(n)) € B}).

Indeed, (3) implies that Np is a *-semigroup while (1) and (2) imply that C*(Ng, ) C Ng.
As B is a basis, Nj still has dense span in A and the other required properties follow from
an argument similar to the proof of Proposition 3.3.

For an example of this, consider the trivial twist ¥ = G x T over the discrete principal
groupoid G = {(4,5) : 1 < i,j < 2} coming from the full equivalence relation on 2
elements, and let

B={0:0C G U{{(1.2)}.{(2D}}.
Then N := cl(N.(%;G)) = {a € C(X;G) : q(supp®(a)) is a bisection} ~ {a € C(G) :
supp®(a) is a bisection} is isomorphic to the multiplicative semigroup of 2 x 2 matrices
with at most one non-zero entry in each row and column. In particular, the off-diagonal
matrix with 1 in both the top right and bottom left corner will be in N but not in Np.

Proposition 3.3 above of course applies to trivial twists, in which case C.(X; G) can be
identified with C.(G). When G is a discrete group (e.g. the integers Z), the monomial
semigroup is then just sec Cog with diagonal Co., where e € G is the identity.

Here is another example of a Cartan semigroup, which is really just a special case of
Proposition 3.3 in disguise.

Example 3.5. Let A be a C*-algebra and suppose there is a state ¢ : A — C and a unitary
u € A generating A such that ¢(u*) = 0, for all non-zero k € Z. Then N = J,, Cu*
is a Cartan semigroup with B = C*(N,) = CI and E(a) = ¢(a)l, for all a € A. To
see that Condition (3) (Stable) holds, note that E(n)n* € R,1 whenever n € C1 and
E(n)n* =0 for all other n € N. If ¢ is also faithful, then it will follow from the general
theory developed in the following sections and especially Corollary 11.11 that A must be
isomorphic to C?(Z) (which is isomorphic to C(T)).

When N is a Cartan semigroup with semi-Cartan subalgebra B = C*(N, ), note
B+ - N+ - N ﬂ A+.
Indeed, B C N by definition so B, C N, while if n € N then v/n*n € B so N, C B,.
Similarly, the second equality follows from the fact that N, € N N A, because N is a

*_semigroup, while if a € NN A, then > € N, C Bsoa=+Va?¢e B, =N,.
Another observation is the following.

Lemma 3.6. Every semi-Cartan subalgebra B contains an approximate unit for A.

Proof. We argue as in [12, Lemma 3.10 (2)]. If NV is a Cartan semigroup with B = C*(N_),
then any approximate unit for B is an approximate unit for any n € N, as n*n,nn* € B
(see [12, Equation (3.12)]). This then extends to span(/N) and its closure A. O

From now on, it will be convenient to fix a sequence of non-zero polynomials (py) with
zero constant terms that converge to 1 uniformly on all compact subsets of R\ {0} (such
(pr) exist by the Stone-Weierstrass theorem). For any C*-algebra A and any a € A, it
then follows that (pg(aa®)) and (pr(a*a)) are left and right approximate units for a, i.e.

pr(aa®)a = api(a*a) — a. (3.1)

Replacing each py with p}/ max,ep 1 pi(x) if necessary, we may further assume that
pi(R) = Ry and pg([0,1]) = [0, 1], so that py(a) is in A or AL whenever a is. Then

() = pr(x) /2
again defines a polynomial without constant term such that gx(R,) =R,.
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Any Cartan pair is isomorphic to the reduced C*-algebra of a twist over an effective
groupoid together with its diagonal subalgebra (see [29, Theorem 5.9] for the second
countable case and [27, Theorem 1.1] for the general result). Thus Cartan subalgebras
are semi-Cartan, using Proposition 3.3 and cl(B.(3;G)) = Co(¢ H(G®); G©). We can
also prove this directly as follows.

Proposition 3.7. Suppose (A, B) satisfies all properties of a Cartan pair except that the
expectation ¥ : A — B need not be faithful. Then the entire normaliser semigroup

N(B)={n€ A:n"BnUnBn* C B}
forms a Cartan semigroup with associated semi-Cartan subalgebra B = C*(N(B)4.).

Proof. All the required conditions on N (B) are immediate except for (Stable) in Condition
(3). To see that (Stable) also holds first note that, for all b € B and n € N(B),

E(n)n*nn*b = E(n)n*bnn* = E(nn*bn)n* = E(bnn*n)n* = bE(n)n*nn”.
Likewise, E(n)n*(nn*)*b = bE(n)n*(nn*)* for all k > 1 and hence
E(n)n*b = liin E(n)n*pg(nn*)b = liin bE(n)n"pr(nn*) = bE(n)n*. (3.2)

As B is a MASA, it follows that E(n)n* € B, showing that N(B) is a Cartan semigroup.
Now B C N(B) and hence By C N(B),, while N(B), € BN A, = B, because B
contains an approximate unit for A. Thus B = C*(B;) = C*(N(B)4). O

We have already noted above that the converse to Proposition 3.7 is false, i.e. there are
semi-Cartan subalgebras that are not MASAs and hence not Cartan subalgebras. Indeed,
our primary goal is to show that semi-Cartan subalgebras are precisely the right gener-
alisation needed to extend the Kumjian-Renault theory to non-effective groupoids and
non-reduced C*-completions. From this it will follow that summable Cartan semigroups
really characterise the situation in Proposition 3.3. In fact, even when a C*-algebra A
contains a (potentially non-summable) Cartan semigroup N then we can still show it is
isomorphic to a twisted groupoid C*-algebra where the closure of the compatible sums
of N corresponds precisely to the closure of the functions supported on a open bisections
with compact closure.

4. ALGEBRAIC PROPERTIES

In this section, we exhibit several useful algebraic properties of a Cartan semigroup N
and its associated semi-Cartan subalgebra B. To avoid constantly repeating our basic
assumptions, let us assume throughout the rest of the paper (except in Corollary 12.4
where our slightly different assumptions on A, B and E are stated explicitly) that

N is a Cartan semigroup in a C*-algebra A with stable expectation
E:A— B:=C*"(Ny).
We start by showing that N is closed under scalar products and contained in the

normaliser semigroup of B. By definition, N also contains B and has dense span, and is
thus a ‘skeleton’ of (A, B), in the sense of [25, Definition 2.4].

Lemma 4.1. For alla € C andn € N, aBUn*Bn C B, that is,
CN = N C N(B).
Proof. Let (b)) C B be an approximate unit for A. Then, for all « € C and n € N,
an = li/I\noszn € cl(BN) Ccl(NN) C N.
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Next, for any m,n € N, note n*m*mn = (mn)*mn € N,. So n*N,n C N, and hence
n*Bn = n*span(B;)n = n*span(N,)n = span(n*Nyn)
C span(N, ) = span(By) = B. O

We can replace n* in Lemma 4.1 by any m € N with mn € B, showing that B is
binormal. Binormality is one of the required conditions for (N, B, B) to be a structured
semigroup in [6, Definition 1.6]. The theory in [6] then gives us an étale groupoid of
ultrafilters that we can use as a generalised Weyl groupoid in the following sections.

Corollary 4.2. For all m,n € N,
mn € B = mBn C B. (Binormal)
Proof. For any b € B and m,n € N with mn € B, Lemma 4.1 yields
pr(mm*)mbn = mpg(m*m)bn = mbpx,(m*m)n € Bmn C BB C B,
for all k. Thus mbn = limy, p(mm*)mbn € cl(B) C B, showing that mBn C B. O

We can strengthen Lemma 4.1 above from N C N(B) to N = N(B) when B is a
MASA and N is summable — see Proposition 12.1. However, in general the inclusion can
be strict and any given semi-Cartan subalgebra B C A can be associated to multiple
Cartan semigroups N C N(B) with A = C*(N,).

For normaliser semigroups of Cartan subalgebras, summability comes for free.

Proposition 4.3. The normaliser semigroup N(B) of a Cartan subalgebra B in Propo-
sition 3.7 is summable.

Proof. In Proposition 3.7 it was already shown that N(B) is a Cartan semigroup with
associated semi-Cartan subalgebra B. Thus mBn C B, for all m,n € N(B) with mn € B,
by (Binormal). So if m,n € N(B) and m*n, mn* € B then

(m+n)*B(m+n) Cm*Bm+m*Bn+n*"Bm+n*Bn C B.
Likewise (m + n)B(m + n)* C B, showing that m +n € N(B), as required. O

In §8.1 of [6], some stronger results are proved for symmetric structured semigroups,
which also apply to all Cartan semigroups, by the following result.

Lemma 4.4. For alll,m € N,
Ime B = mlml € B. (Symmetry)
Proof. If Im € B then note that, as [*[, mm* € B commute,
mll*Ilmm™ ml = mlimm**Ilml € mBm* "Bl C BB C B.
Likewise, ml(px(1*1))(pr.(mm*))ml € B so miml = limg ml(px(I*1))(pg(mm*))ml € B. O
Another observation that will be useful later in (7.7) is the following.
Lemma 4.5. For all m,n € N, if m = mn then m = mn*.

Proof. For all a,b € A, note that a = ab is equivalent to a*a = a*ab. Indeed, a = ab
certainly implies a*a = a*ab, while conversely if a*a = a*ab then

(a —ab)*(a —ab) = a*a —a*ab —b*a*a + b*a"ab=a'a —a*a—a*a+a*a =0
so a —ab = 0 and hence a = ab. In particular, if m = mn then |m|?> = m*m = m*mn =
|m|*n and hence |m| = |m|n = n*|m| (where |m| = v/m*m). It then follows that m*m =
|m|?* = |m|nn*|m| = m*mnn*, as |m|,n*n € B commute, so m = mnn* = mn*. O
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5. THE RESTRICTION RELATION

In this section, we introduce the first of two transitive relations we study on N and
prove several properties we will need later when we examine the expectation E and the
ultrafilter groupoid G (e.g. see Proposition 6.2, Proposition 8.4, and Corollary 8.6).

Let us call m € N a restriction of n € N if we have a sequence (b)) C B with

=1 by, = lim nby.
m = limmby, = limnb;
Put another way this means that, for all e > 0, we have b € B with |[m—mb||, ||m—nb|| < e.
The corresponding restriction relation will be denoted by C, i.e.
mCn & m is a restriction of n.

The terminology here comes from the following characterisation of C in the situation of
Proposition 3.3 of twisted groupoid C*-algebras and their monomial semigroups (see [5,
(9.1)] for an analogous characterisation of a purely algebraic version of C).

Proposition 5.1. If A is a D-contractive C*-completion of C.(X;G), for some twist
q:%—> G, and N = cl(N.(2;G)) (so B =cl(B.(X;G))) then, for all m,n € N,

mEn & J(m)|suppeitm)) = J (1) suppeim))-
Proof. By Proposition 2.10, we can identify N with Ny(3; G) and omit the j’s. Assume
m,n € N and mlsuppe(m) = 7|suppe(m)- Letting (by) C B be any bounded sequence

converging to 0 uniformly on G \ s(supp®(m)) and converging to 1 uniformly on all
compact subsets of s(supp®(m)), we see that m = limy mby = limy nby, so m C n.

Conversely, if m C n then we have (by) C B with m = lim; mb, = limy nby,. For all
e € supp®(m), this means m(e) = limy m(e)bg(s(e)) and hence bi(s(e)) — 1 so

n(e) = limn(e)by (s(e)) = limm()be(s(c)) = m(c).
As e was arbitrary, this shows that m|suppe(m) = 7|suppe (m)- O
Next we show that we can choose the sequence (by) to lie in the positive unit ball.
Lemma 5.2. If m C n, then we can pick (by) C B} with m = limy, mby, = limy, nby.
Proof. Take (by) € B with m = limy mby, = limj, nby, and define f on C by
z| ifjz] <1
LR
As |1 —|z]| < |1 — 2], for all z € C, it follows that
Im(1 = fB)I* = llm(1 = f(bi))*m” || < [lm(1 = be)(1 = b)m”|| = [Im(1 = by)[|* = 0
so m(1 — f(bx)) = 0 and hence m = limy mf(by). Likewise,
[(m =) f (o) < [[(m = n)be[| — 0
so limy, m f(bg) = limy, nf(by). As (f(by)) C BL, we are done. O

In the definition of a restriction, we could also have put the b,’s on the other side. To
prove this, first note that

ar — a and ab, — a = apbr, — a, (5.1)
whenever a € A, (a;) C A and (by) C AL, as we then see that

|lakby — al| = ||arby — aby + aby — al| < |lag — al|||bk|| + ||abx, — a]| — 0.
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Lemma 5.3. For any m,n € N,

mCEn & there exists (by) C B}r such that m = lilgn bym = lillgn bipn.

Proof. Say m C n so we have (¢;) C Bi with m = lim, mc, = limy, nc,. For each k, let
by = mepm™ (qe(mm’)).

By Lemma 3.6, mcym* € B and b, < mm*q(mm*) = py(mm*) < 1 so b, € BL. Also
m*n = limy cin*n € cl(BB) C B so, as ncy, — m and pg(mm*)m — m, (5.1) yields

ben = mepqr(m m)m*n = maqi(m m)m*ne, = pp(mm”)ncy — m.

Replacing n above with m yields bym — m as well, finishing the proof of the = part.
The <« part then follows by a dual argument. 0

It follows that C is invariant under products on either side, i.e. for all [,m,n € N,
mCn = ImCliIn and mlC nl. (5.2)
Proposition 5.4. The restriction relation is a closed partial order relation on N.

Proof. For every n € N, note by, = pr(n*n) € B}r satisfies n = limy nby so n C n, showing
that C is reflexive. To see that C is also antisymmetric, say m T n C m so we have
(ax), (by) C BL with m = limy agm = lim ayn and n = limy nby = limg mby, and hence

m = liin apn = liin apnb, = liin mby, = n.
To see that C is also transitive, say | T m C n, so we have (a), (by) C B}F with
I = limy la;, = limma;, and m = lim;, mb, = limy, nb,. Then we see that

l = lilgn may = h;Ign mbray, = liin magby, = lilgnlakbk
and, likewise, [ = limy may = limg nbyay, = limyg, nagby, showing (axby) witnesses [ C n.
To see that C is closed, take my — m and n, — n with my C nyg, for all k. For every

e > 0, this means that we have large enough k with |[m —my]|, |[n — ny|| < e, and b € B}
with ||mg — mgb||, ||mi — ngb|| < €, hence ||m —mb||, ||m — nb|| < 3¢, showing m Cn. O

One last property of restriction that will be needed in Corollary 8.7 is the following.
Lemma 5.5. For any m,n € N,
mCn = n—mCn. (5.3)

Proof. If m C n then we have (bg)reny € B with m = limy bym = limy, byn. By Lemma 3.6,
we also have a net (ay)rea € B with n = limy ayn and m = lim, aym. We can then turn
these into limits of nets indexed by A’ = A x N in the product ordering, i.e. m =
limy gy bpm = limy i) by, n = lim(y x) axn and m = limy ) axm and hence

n—m= (li%(aA —bi)(n—m) = (l)i\%(aA —bg)n € cl(Bn) C N,

thus showing that n —m C n. OJ
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6. THE EXPECTATION

Here we examine some additional properties of our expectation E. First we prove that
the n* in (Stable) from Definition 3.1(3) can actually be replaced by any m € N with
mn € N, thus showing that E is bistable in the sense of [5, Definition 1.4].

Proposition 6.1. For allm,n € N,

mn € B = E(m)n € B. (Bistable)

Proof. For any m,n € N with mn € B, just note that
E(m)n = lilgll E(pr(mm*)m)n = liin(pk(E(m)m*)mn € cl(BB) C B. O
Bistability allows us to show that E is deflationary with respect to the restriction
relation on N. In particular, we will need the property E(n) C n to characterise the units
of our ultrafilter groupoid in Proposition 8.4. In Corollary 12.4, we establish that E being
deflationary for all normalisers implies that B is a Cartan subalgebra. A special case of

the first part of Proposition 6.2 below is proved in [2, Theorem 3.1(4)], which in hindsight
can be viewed as a particular instance of E(n) C n.

Proposition 6.2. For alln € N, E(n) C n. In fact, E(n) is the mazimum of the poset
(n? N B,E), i.e.
E(n) =max{be B:bLC n}. (6.1)

Proof. To see that E(n) C n, we use the sequence (py) fixed in equation (3.1). Specifically,
for each k € N, note that

by := pr(n*E(n)) = p(E(n)*E(n)) € B,
by the bistability of £ on N. Next note that
E(n) = lillc(n E(npr(n™n)) = lillgn npr(n*E(n)) = lilgn nby.
It then further follows that
E(n) = E(E(n)) = lilgn E(nby) = lilgn E(n)by,
showing that E(n) C n. Finally just note that if b € B and b C n then b = E(b) C E(n)
so E(n) is indeed the maximum b € B such that b C n. O

By (6.1), E is uniquely determined on N. As FE is a contraction, it follows that the
stable expectation E is uniquely determined on cl(span(N)) = A.

Corollary 6.3. The expectation E in Definition 3.1 is unique.
It also follows that our expectation E is normal with respect to N as in the following.
Proposition 6.4. For anya € A andn € N,
E(n*an) = n*E(a)n. (Normal)

Proof. We show E(n*an) C n*E(a)n and n*E(a)n C E(n*an) which suffice by Proposi-
tion 5.4. As N has dense span, it suffices to consider a € N. In this case, E(a) C a by
Proposition 6.2 and hence n*E(a)n C n*an by (5.2). But N C N(B), by Lemma 4.1, so
n*E(a)n € B and hence n*E(a)n = E(n*E(a)n) C E(n*an).

For the reverse inequality, note that replacing n with n* and a with n*an yields

nE(n*an)n* C E(nn*ann™) = nn*E(a)nn”
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and hence for the g defined after equation (3.1), gp(n*n)n*nE(n*an)n*ng.(n*n) C
gr(n*n)n*nn*E(a)nn*ng,(n*n) so

E(n*an) = liinpk(n*n)E(n*an)pk(n*n) C liinpk(n*n)n*E(a)npk(n*n) =n"E(a)n. O
Just as B C N(B) and Definition 3.1(3) imply the stronger *-free statements in Corol-

lary 4.2 and Proposition 6.1 respectively, Proposition 6.4 also has the following *-free
analog.

Corollary 6.5. For anya € A andn € N,
E(na)n = nE(an). (Shiftable)
Proof. For any a € A and n € N, Proposition 6.4 yields
E(nn*na)n = nn*E(na)n = nE(n*nan) = nn*nE(an).
It follows that E(na)n = limy E(px(nn*)na)n = limy px(nn*)nE(an) = nE(an). O

It follows that (A, N, B, F) is a well-structured semimodule and, in particular, (N, B, E)
is a well-structured semigroup, in the sense of [5, Definition 1.5]. Thus we are again free
to use any of the results for well-structured semimodules and semigroups appearing in [5].

Lastly, we exhibit one more property of the expectation that will be used to prove the
transitivity of relation ~¢ considered in Section 10.

Lemma 6.6. For any character ¢ on B and any m,n € N,
p(Em))#0 = @¢(E(mn)) = ¢(E(m)E(n)).
Proof. As E(m) C m by Proposition 6.2, we have (b;) C B such that
E(m) = li}gn bpE(m) = li}gn bpm.
Then
B(E(m)) = lim o(beB(m)) = lim () o(E(m)

so limy ¢(bx) = 1, as ¢(E(m)) # 0. Thus,
O(E(mn)) = lim ¢(by)p(E(mn)) = lim ¢(E(bymn)) = ¢(E(E(m)n)) = ¢(E(m)E(n)). O

We will end this section with an application of Proposition 6.1 which will allow us to
enlarge our given Cartan semigroup N to include all compatible sums without changing

the associated semi-Cartan algebra, and will be used in Section 11 to describe our main
results. Indeed, let us denote the compatible sums in N and its closure by

k

csum(N) = {Z nj:n,...,n; € N are compatible}, and (6.2)
j=1

csum(N) = cl(csum(N)). (6.3)

Proposition 6.7. The closure csum(N) is a Cartan semigroup with B = C*(csum(N),.).

Proof. We immediately see that N C csum(/N) C csum(/N) so N, C csum(N), while the
definition of compatibility yields csum(/N), C B and hence csum(/N ), C By, from which
it follows that C*(csum(N);) = C*(Ny) = B. To see that csum(N) is a semigroup, take

compatible sums m = Zle m; and n = 25‘:1 nj so mn = Zle 22:1 m;n;. Forall 4,7 <
k and j, j* <1, we then see that njmimyn; € nj;Bny C B, by Corollary 4.2 (Binormal),
and likewise, nym;m;n}, € B. This shows that mn is also a compatible sum of elements

in N, i.e. mn € csum(N), showing that csum (V) and hence csum(N) is a semigroup. As
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N C csum(N) = csum(N)*, to see that csum(N) is a Cartan semigroup, it only remains
to verify stability. But if ny,...,n; € N are compatible then

B m)( o m) = Y Elnin; € B,

by (Bistable) in Proposition 6.1, showing that E satisfies Definition 3.1(3), that is, F is
stable on csum(/V) and hence on csum(N). O

Iterating compatible sums then yields a larger summable Cartan semigroup with the
same semi-Cartan subalgebra, i.e. setting csum'(N) = csum(N) and csum"™(N) =
csum” (V) it follows that cl(|J,,cy cSUm™(N)) is the enlarged summable Cartan semigroup
that we are after. Later we will see that there is actually no need to iterate, as csum(N)
is already a summable Cartan semigroup isomorphic to one of the form cl(NV.(X; G)) like
in Proposition 3.3.

7. THE DOMINATION RELATION

Following [6, Definition 5.1], we define the domination relation < by
m<sn & m,s,n € N, sm,ms,sn,ns € B and nsm =m = msn.
m<n & ds € N such that m <, n.

Domination is the second but more important transitive relation we study on N, given
that the groupoid in Section 8 onwards consists of ultrafilters with respect to the dom-
ination relation. As with £, we can characterise < on monomial semigroups of twisted
groupoid C*-algebras in terms of supports. Indeed, for any topological space X, let us
define the compact containment relation € on subsets of X by

Y ez & d compact K such that Y C K C Z.

Proposition 7.1. If A is a D-contractive C*-completion of C.(3;G), for some twist
q:% — G, and N = cl(N.(2; GQ)) (so B =cl(B.(X;G))) then, for all m,n € N,

m<n & supp®(j(m)) &€ supp’(j(n)).

Proof. By Proposition 2.10, the j-map identifies N with Ny(X; G). By [8, Theorem 3.3],
N is a bumpy semigroup, in fact, N is compact bumpy. Thus our claim follows from [8,
Proposition 4.4]. O

While the multiple conditions defining domination may seem a little intimidating at
first, in practice it suffices to verify only some of them, e.g. for all m,n,s € N,

ms,sn,ns € B and m = msn = m <sn,

by [6, Proposition 5.4]. Likewise, it is enough to verify sm,ns,sn € B and nsm = m. If
we only care about < then we can simplify further, e.g. for all m,n,s € N,

ms,sn € B and m = msn = m < n, (7.1)

thanks to Lemma 4.4 and [6, Proposition 8.6]. Even sn € B here is unnecessary, which
means that < also agrees with the domination relation considered in [8]. We continue
proving several necessary properties of <.

Lemma 7.2. For any l,s,m € N, there exists an € > 0 such that

lse€ Byl=Ism and ||m—n|<e = Il<n.
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Proof. Take any ¢ > 0 with ¢||s||*(2||m| +¢) < 1. If ||m — n|| < & then
|E(m*s*)sm — E(n*s*)sn|| < [|[E(m*s")sm — E(m*s*)sn| + [|[E(m*s")sn — E(n*s")sn||
< [lm = nlllls|*(mll + [In])
< [lm = nlllls[I*@2lml]] + [Im — n])
< 1.
If | =lsm then [ = Im*s*, by Lemma 4.5, and hence
'l =U"lsm = E(I*l)sm = E(I"lm”s*)sm = [*IE(m*s*)sm.

Identifying B with Cy(Xp), this means that E(m*s*)sm is 1 on the support of [*I and
hence E(n*s*)sn takes values greater than some § > 0 on the support of [*l. Letting
f be a function on R, with f(0) = 0 and f(r) = 1/r, for all r > §, it follows that
Il = I*If(E(n*s*)sn)E(n*s*)sn. Letting t = f(E(n*s*)sn)E(n*s*)s, it follows that [ =
ltn. Also It € IBs C B, by Corollary 4.2, and tn € BE(n*s*)sn C BB C B, by
Definition 3.1(3) (Stable). This shows that [ < n, by (7.1). O

For any T'C S, we let
T< ={s€ S: there exists t € T such that ¢t < s},

i.e. the up-set of T" with respect to <. Similarly, 7= denotes the down-set of 7. When
T = {t} is a singleton, we usually omit the curly braces and just write t< (respectively
t) instead of {t}< (respectively {t}~).

The principal up-set n< defined by any n € N is an open subset of N, thanks to
Lemma 7.2. Taking n = m in Lemma 7.2, we also obtain the even weaker characterisation
of < alluded to earlier, i.e. for all [, s,m € N,

Ise B and [=Ism = [ <m. (7.2)

There are a few more observations about < that we can make at this point. First note
that any element of N dominated by an element of B must in fact also lie in B, i.e.

neN,be B, andn <b = n € B. (7.3)
Indeed, if n <, b € B then n =nsb € BB C B. Further, if m,n,s € N and b € B,
m<sn = mb <sn (7.4)

Also recall that any property of the domination relation on well-structured semigroups
must apply, in particular, to Cartan semigroups. For example, this is true for the results
in [5, §5] relating domination to the expectation, e.g. showing that < is E-invariant, i.e.

m<sn = E(m) <g) E(n). (7.5)
Likewise, we immediately see from the definition that < is *invariant, i.e.
m<sn = m* <g n'. (7.6)
Alternatively, we can leave m fixed and instead switch the last two terms, i.e.
m<sn = m <ps s*. (7.7)

Indeed if m <, n then mn* = msnn* € BB C B and m = mn*s* by Lemma 4.5.
Next we note that domination is auxiliary to restriction in the following sense.

Lemma 7.3. For all k,l,m,n € N,
kCl<mCn = k <n. (Auxiliarity)
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Proof. If k C [ and [ <; m then we have (b;) C B with k = lim; (b; so lb; <, m, for all j,
by equation (7.4), and hence k <; m. On the other hand, if [ <, m C n then we claim
that [ <. n. To see this, take (b)) C B with m = lim; b,m = lim; bn and note that

Ismsn = lim [sbimsn = lim lsmsbin = lsmsm = .
J J

The other conditions needed to prove | <g,,s n are verified in the same way. O
We also note that any n € N can be approximated by the elements it dominates.
Lemma 7.4. For everyn € N, there is a sequence (ny) C n~ with ng — n.

Proof. Pick continuous functions f on [0, 1] and gy on Ry such that f,(0) = g,(0) = 0,
fr(@)gr(x)z = fr(x), for all z € Ry, and fy(x) = 1, for all x € [1/k,00). Note this last
condition implies that fy(n*n) is a right approximate unit for n and hence n; — n, where
ng = nfr(n*n). Letting s, = gr(n*n)n*, we see that

ngse = nfr(n"n)gr(n*n)n* € nBn* C B,
as N C N(B) by Lemma 4.1, and
ngsgn = nfp(n*n)ge(n*n)n*n = nfi(n*n) = ng.
Thus ny <s, n, for all k € N, i.e. (ng) € n”. O
Another key property of domination is the following interpolation result.
Lemma 7.5. If m <, n, then there exists | € nB, N Bin such that m <s 1 <n.

Proof. Take continuous functions g and h on R, with ¢g(0) = h(0) = 0, ¢g(1) = 1 and
g(@)h(z)r = g(z) < o7 for all z > 0. If m <, n then let [ = ng(sn) = g(ns)n

and note that msl = msng(sn) = mg(sn) = m, as g(1) = 1. Likewise, lsm = m
and [s,sl € B and hence m <; [. On the other hand, letting t = h(sn)s, we see that
tl = h(sn)sng(sn) = g(sn) € B and ntl = ng(sn) = [ and hence [ < n. O

8. THE ULTRAFILTER GROUPOID

Recall that a filter (w.r.t. <) is a subset F' C N such that, for all m,n € N,
m,n € F & there exists [ € F' such that [ < m,n. (Filter)

Note = is saying that F' is down-directed while < is saying that F' is up-closed, i.e.
F< C F. As 0 = N, a filter F' is a proper subset of N precisely when 0 ¢ F. The
ultrafilters are the maximal proper filters, which we denote by

G =Gy :={U C N :U is an ultrafilter}.
First we show that ultrafilters always exist.

Proposition 8.1. Every n € N \ {0} is contained in an ultrafilter U C N.

Proof. Given any n € N \ {0}, Lemma 7.4 yields m € n~ \ {0}. Then Lemma 7.5 yields
a sequence (my) C N such that m < myy < my < n, for all £ € N. We then obtain a
filter F' = (J ey my containing n but not 0 and hence the Kuratowski-Zorn lemma then
yields an ultrafilter U such that n € FF C U. U

Like maximal ideals, ultrafilters carry a natural topology generated by {Up, }nen, where
U, ={U e G:neU}.

(As each U € G is a filter, we immediately see that {U, }nen forms a basis of G.) In con-
trast to maximal ideals, however, the ultrafilters also carry a natural groupoid structure.
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Proposition 8.2. The ultrafilters G form an étale groupoid under the product T - U =
(TU)< defined if and only if 0 ¢ TU and the inverse of each U € G is given by U™ =
U :={u*:u e U}, withs(U) := (U U)< and r(U) := (UU1)~.

Proof. By [6, Theorems 8.1, 8.4 and 12.8|, G is an étale groupoid under the product
T-U = (TU)<, where the inverse of each U € G is given by

U'={s€ N: there exists m,n € U such that m <, n}. (8.1)

But by (7.7), m <, n is equivalent to m <, s* so s € U~! is equivalent to s* € U< = U,
thus showing that U~ = U*. As for when T - U is defined, this happens precisely when
s(T') = r(U) — it only remains to show that this is equivalent to 0 ¢ TU. To see this,
note first that if s(T') = r(U) then s(T) =s(T) - r(U) = (T*TUU*)<. Then 0 € TU would
imply s(7') = 0< = N, a contradiction, so s(T") = r(U) implies 0 ¢ TU. Conversely, if
s(T') # r(U) then (s(T)r(U))< is filter containing both U and T, as U C (t*tU)< and
T C (Tuu*)<, for any t € T and u € U. The maximality of 7" and U then implies that
0 € (s(T)r(U))< and hence 0 € T(s(T)r(U))<U C TU. O

Remark 8.3. In the motivating situation of Proposition 3.3, the ultrafilter groupoid Gy
corresponds with the groupoid G that we started with. Indeed, if A is a D-contractive C*-
completion of C.(¥; G), for some twist ¢ : ¥ — G, and N = cl(N.(X; G)) is its monomial
semigroup then
g Uy = {n € N s j(n)(q{g}) # {0}

is an étale groupoid isomorphism from the original groupoid G onto the ultrafilter groupoid
Gn. This follows by essentially the same argument as in [8, Theorem 5.3] applied to the
bumpy semigroup N, see also Proposition 7.1.

Next note that, by [6, Proposition 8.2], the units of G are precisely the ultrafilters that
have nonempty intersection with B, that is

GO = Ju, (8.2)
beB

Also, the inverses of ultrafilters in U, are just the ultrafilters containing n*, i.e.
U =U,-.
In particular, U, U, = Up-U, C U+, € GO and, likewise, Ul ' C GO showing that
each U, is a bisection of G. Moreover, by Lemma 4.4 and [6, Theorems 8.11 and 12.8],
U = U Uy, (8.3)

for all m,n € N. So we see that {U, },en is a basis of bisections of G forming an inverse
semigroup under pointwise products and inverses.
Using the expectation, we also can strengthen (8.2) like in [5, Proposition 6.4].

Proposition 8.4. For alln € N,
UE(n) =U,N GO,

Proof. If U € Ug(y,), then there exists m € U with m < E(n) and then m < E(n) C n
by Proposition 6.2. So m < n by (Auxiliarity) in Lemma 7.3, and hence U € U, C U,,.
Certainly Up,) C G because E(n) € B and the unit space is given by (8.2). So
Z/{E(n) cu,n GO,

Conversely, if U € U, N GO then, taking any b € U N B, we must further have
some m € U with m < b,n and hence m = E(m) < E(n) by (7.3) and (7.5), so
Uel, C Z/{E(n)- OJ

In contrast to (8.2), we also have the following.
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Proposition 8.5. The non-unit ultrafilters are precisely those intersecting E~1{0}, i.e.

G\GY = ] U

E(n)=0

Proof. By Proposition 8.4, E(n) = 0 implies U, NG®) = Ugmy = Uy = 0, thus showing that
Usmy=oUn € G\ GO, Conversely, if U € G\ G then, in particular, U and hence E(U)
is directed, by (7.5). Then E(U)< is a filter containing U (as m < n implies E(m) < n, by
Lemma 7.3 (Auxiliarity), because E(m) C m < n). If 0 were not in E(U) then this would
imply E(U)< = U, by the maximality of U. But then E(U) C U and hence U € G, a
contradiction. Thus 0 € E(U) so U € Up,)—oUn, showing G \ GO C U gm0 Un- O

Corollary 8.6. The ultrafilter groupoid G is Hausdorff.

Proof. For any T,U € G, if T # U then T - U is not defined and hence 0 € TU. Taking
any m € T and n € U with mn = 0, it follows that U,,, and U,, are disjoint neighbourhoods
of T and U respectively, showing that G© is Hausdorff. Now Proposition 8.5 implies
G\ G is open so G is closed, from which it follows that G is Hausdorff. O

One fact worth noting is that the restriction relation C is stronger than the correspond-
ing inclusion relation for basic subsets of ultrafilters, that is for all m,n € N,

mCn = U, CU,. (8.4)

Indeed, if U € U,,, then m € U so we have some [ € U with [ < m E n and hence [ < n,
by (Auxiliarity) in Lemma 7.3, which then implies n € U and hence U € U,,. Together
with the above results, this observation yields another corollary.

Corollary 8.7. For alln € N, the bisection U, C G© if and only if n € B.

Proof. If n € B then U,, C G by (8.2). Conversely, if n € N\ B then n # E(n) and
hence 0 # n — E(n) C n, by Proposition 6.2 and Lemma 5.5. Then Proposition 8.1,
Proposition 8.5 and (8.4) yield 0 # Up—_pm) C Uy, \ G and hence U, ¢ GO, O

Recall that a proper nonempty closed ideal I in a commutative C*-algebra is maximal
precisely when it is prime, meaning that a € [ or b € I whenever ab € I. Likewise,
ultrafilters are precisely the proper filters that are ‘additively prime’.

Proposition 8.8. A proper nonempty filter U C N is an ultrafilter if and only if for all
m,n € N,
m+necU = meU or nel. (8.5)

Proof. Take a proper non-empty filter U C N. If U is not an ultrafilter, then U is
contained in a strictly larger proper filter 7. Take t € T\ U and u € U. As T is
a filter, we have m,n € T with m < n < t,u. Take n’ with m <, n, necessarily with
n’ € T~' = T*, and note that u —un'n ¢ T — otherwise we would obtain the contradiction
0 = (u—un'n)n'm € TT*T C T. Taking ¢’ with n <y t, we also note that un'n <y t.
Indeed, taking v’ with n <, u, we see that un'nu’, nu'ut’ € B, by Corollary 4.2, and hence
un'nt’ = un'nu’'ut’ € B, by [5, Proposition 1.6], as required. It follows that un'n ¢ U —
otherwise t € U< C U, contradicting our choice of t. Thus (u — un'n) + un'n = u € U
even though u —un'n ¢ T' 2O U and un'n ¢ U, showing that U fails to satisfy (8.5).

Conversely, looking for a contradiction, say we have an ultrafilter U with m +n € U,
for some m,n € N\ U. By Lemma 7.4, we have sequences (my) C m”~ and (ng) C n~
dominated by m and n respectively with m; — m and n; — n, hence my+n; — m+n. By
Lemma 7.2, U = J,c; v~ is open and hence m;+n; € U, for some j € N. By Lemma 7.5,
we then have (ry), (sx) € N with m; < rpq < 7 < m and n; < sp1 < s, < n, for all
ke N.
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Now note that we have a filter 7" containing U and m given by
T ={t> E(rpu*)u: for some u € U and k € N},

thanks to [5, Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 5.3] and [6, Proposition 5.7 and 5.8]. As U
is an ultrafilter and m € T \ U, it follows that " = N so E(ryu*)u = 0 and hence
E(rpu*) = 0, for some v € U and k € N. Taking » € N with m; <, rj, we see that
E(mju*) = E(mjrryu*) = mrE(rpu*) = 0 as well. Likewise E(njv*) = 0, for some
v € U. Taking w € U with w < u, v, it follows that E(m;w*) = 0 = E(n;w*) and hence
0= E(w*(m; +n;)) € E(UU) Cs(U), a contradiction. O

We can now show that maximal ideals in B are just the complements of unit ultrafilters
and that the resulting map is even a homeomorphism from G onto the maximal ideal
space Xp (as described in Section 2.1).

Theorem 8.9. The map h: G — X given by h(U) = B\ U is a homeomorphism.

Proof. If U € G then U N B # 0 by (8.2), so B\ U is a proper subset of B. Also
0¢ Uso0e B\U and, in particular, B\ U is not empty. As U = |J,,,., m~ is open
by Lemma 7.2, and B is closed, so is B\ U. By Proposition 8.8, B\ U is closed under
addition. Also, for any b € B\ U and ¢ € B, we see that bc € B\ U as well — if we had
bc € U then we would have m € U with m < bc and hence m < b, by Lemma 4.4 and
[6, Proposition 8.7], implying that b € U< C U, a contradiction. Thus B\ U is a proper
nonempty closed ideal. Moreover, for any b,c € B with bc € B\ U, we must have either
be B\U or ce B\U - otherwise b,c € U and hence bc € UU C U, a contradiction.
Thus B\ U is also prime and hence a maximal ideal, i.e. h does indeed map G® to Xp.

To see that h is injective, take distinct T,U € G© so we have some t € T \ U. Thus
T € U, N GY = U by Proposition 8.4, and hence U € GO\ U, = GO\ U by
Proposition 8.4 again. It follows that FE(t) € T\ U and hence E(t) € (B\U)\ (B\T).
In particular, B\ U # B\ T, as required.

To see h is surjective, take I € Xp. For any b, c € B\ I, note b(I) # 0 # ¢(I) under the
identification of B with Cy(Xpg). Taking d € B with I € supp®(d) € supp®(b) Nsupp®(c),
we see that d < b, ¢, by Proposition 7.1. So B\ [ is a proper (because 0 ¢ B\ I) directed
subset and Kuratowski-Zorn yields an ultrafilter U containing B\ I. So B\ U C [ and
hence B\ U = I, as we have already shown that B\ U is a maximal ideal.

By Proposition 8.4, {U},cp is basis for the topology on G(®). And for each b € B,

hi) ={hU): U et} ={B\U :beU e GV} ={l € Xp:b¢ I} =X,
As { Xy }pep is a basis for Xp, this shows that h is a homeomorphism. O
It follows that, for every U € G, there is a unique I € Xp such that
UNB={be B:b()+#0}.
Indeed, by the above result we can take I = B\ U € Xp and then
{beB:b(I)#0}={beB:b¢l}={beB:bcU}=UNB.

Uniqueness is then immediate from the injectivity of h above.

We have already noted in Proposition 7.1 that domination corresponds to compact
containment of supports in twisted groupoid C*-algebras. This remains valid in general
if we replace supports with the corresponding subsets of the ultrafilter groupoid.

Proposition 8.10. For allm,n € N, m < n if and only if U,, € U,.
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Proof. By Proposition 7.1, (8.2) and Theorem 8.9, we have that Proposition 8.10 holds
for all m,n € B. For all m,n € N, we also know from (8.3) that

Now if m < n, then U,, C U, because ultrafilters are upwards closed. To show U,, € U,
it suffices to show that s(U,,) € s(U,), as the source map s is a homeomorphism on any
open bisection. To see this, note that m < n implies m* < n*, by (7.6), so m*m < n*n,
by [6, Proposition 5.7, and hence
s(Up) = U, Uy, = Uyl = Upppery € Uy, = s(U,).
Conversely, if U,,, € U,, then, in particular, U, C U, and hence
umn* = Z/{mun* = z/{mun—l g Z/{nun_l g G(O)a

which implies mn* € B by Proposition 8.7. Again U,, € U, implies U+, = s(Uy,) E
s(U,) = Up+, and hence m*m <, n*n, for some b € B. Thus m*m = m*mbn*n so
m = mbn*n. As mbn* € mBn* C B by Corollary 4.2 and the fact that mn* € B, this
implies m < n by (7.2). O

9. SOURCE AND RANGE STATES

Here we examine how ultrafilters interact with characters on B. In particular, we will
see how to precisely measure the magnitude and angle between elements of any given
ultrafilter. These functions will play an important role in the following sections.

To start with note that each U € G defines a source ideal B \ s(U) and a range ideal
B\ r(U) by Theorem 8.9, which in turn define source and range states

Yo = (B\s(U)) and Y :=(B\r()). (9.1)

Remark 9.1. If A is a D-contractive C*-completion of C.(3;G) for a twist ¢ : ¥ — G
and N = cl(N.(X; G)) is its monomial semigroup, as in Remark 8.3, these states are given
by evaluation at the source and range of the corresponding elements of ¥, i.e. for g = ¢(e),

Yu,(0) = j(b)(s(e))  and  ¥Ue(b) = j(b)(r(e)).
We can always calculate source states from range states and vice versa.
Lemma 9.2. For allU € G and n € U,
V7 (b) = by (n*bn) /vy (n'n).
Proof. If n € U then n*n € U*U C s(U) and hence ¢y (n*n) = (B \ s(U))(n*n) > 0.
Replacing n with n/y/ty(n*n) if necessary, we may then assume that ¢y (n*n) = 1.

Then note the map x : B — C defined by x(b) = ¢y(n*bn) is multiplicative because, for
all b,c e B,

Yy (n*ben) = Yy (n*ben)by (n*n) = Yy (n*benn™n) = Yy (n*bnn*cn) = Yy (n*bn)y(n*en).
As characters on B are determined by their kernels, it suffices to show ker () = ker(¢)V) or

even just ker(x) C ker(¢V), as these kernels are maximal ideals. To see this just note that
YPY(b) # 0 means b € r(U), son*bn € U*r(U)U C s(U) and thus x(b) = ¢y(n*bn) #0. O

The map to source (and range) states is also continuous in the following sense.
Lemma 9.3. If Uy — U in G and by — b in B then ¢y, (bx) = ¢y (D).

Proof. As G is étale, the source map is continuous so Uy — U implies s(Uy) — s(U). Then
by Theorem 8.9, B\ s(Uy) — B\ s(U) in the maximal ideal space Xp, so (B \ s(U,)) —
(B\'s(U)) in the weak*-topology on states. This means that ¢y, (bx) — ¥y (b). O
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9.1. Magnitudes. For any U € GG, we can define the U-magnitude of any n € U by

In|v = /Yy (nn).

Remark 9.4. When A is a D-contractive C*-completion of C.(¥;G) for some twist
q: Y —» Gand N = cl(N.(3; G)) is its monomial semigroup, we saw in Remark 8.3 that
(G is isomorphic to the ultrafilters in N with respect to <. For any n € N and e € ¥,
the Uy)-magnitude (where Uy is the ultrafilter corresponding to ¢(e) € G) is just the
absolute value of j(n) at e, i.e.

|n|Uq(e) = ‘](n)<€>’
Proposition 9.5. For any composable pair (T,U) € G® , m € T, n € U, and a € C\{0},

lan|y = |al|n|v, In*|y- = |nly and |mn|ry = |m|r|n|y.

Proof. We immediately see that
lanly = Vo ((an) (an)) = v/aay(n*n) = |of|nfv.
Also, by Lemma 9.2,
ve = U (nn") = Yy (n'nn'n) [y (n*n) = Yy (" n)dy (n'n) /Yy (n*n) = |n|u.
Again Lemma 9.2 yields
mnlry = /o (wmemn) = /U (m*m)yy (nn) = /r(mm)ye (nn) = [mlr|nfy. O
Often it will suffice to consider elements of U-magnitude 1, which we denote by
Uy ={nelU:|njy=1}

Note that LUTL e Uy, for all n € U, as |ﬁn|U = ﬁ|n|(] = 1. In particular, U; # 0, for

n]
all U € G, which we can strengthen as follows.

*

|n

Proposition 9.6. For all U € G,
Ull = UlﬂAl 7é®

Proof. Take any n € U; and any continuous function f : Ry — [0,1] with f(0) = 0,
f(1) =1 and f(x) < 1/y/z, for all x > 1. For any character ¢ on B and any b € By
with ¢(b) = 1, it follows that ¢(f(b)) = 1 as well, as f(1) = 1. In particular this
holds for ¢ := ¥y and b := n*n. Then ¥y (f(b)) = 1 # 0 implies f(b) € s(U) so
m:=nf(b) € Us(U) C U and

lml* = [m*ml| = [ F)ofB)]| = 1 = v (f(b)bf (b)) = vu(m*m) = |mlf,
showing that m € U}. U
The following lemma will soon be needed to define angles between ultrafilters.
Lemma 9.7. Let U € G. Whenever m,n € U,
Yo (E(m™n))| = |mlvlnfo.

Proof. Asm*n € U*U C s(U) and hence E(m*n) € s(U) by Proposition 8.4, we can apply
Lemma 6.6 and Proposition 9.5 to obtain

[Yu(E(m™n))| = /o (E(n*m)E(m*n)) = /vu(E(n*mmn))

= [m™n|ywy = |m”

U* n|U = |m|U|n|U [l
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9.2. Angles. Let U € G. Whenever m,n € U, we define the U-angle from m to n by
(m,n)y := m%(ﬁ](n*m))
Note (m,n)y € T for all m,n € U, by Lemma 9.7.

Remark 9.8. When A is a D-contractive C*-completion of C.(3;G) for some twist
q¢:YX — G and N = cl(N.(X;G)) is its monomial semigroup, we see that

(m,n)u,, = j(m)(e)j(n)(e)/|j(m)(e)i(n)(e)l,
for all m,n € N and e € X, where again U is the ultrafilter corresponding to g(e).
Proposition 9.9. Let U € G. Whenever [,m,n € U,
(n,n)y =1, (m*,n"y- = (n,m)y = (m,n)y and (I,n)y = (I,m)yy(m,n)y.
Proof. As (v,w)y = (ﬁv, ﬁw)(] for all v,w € U, we may assume [, m,n € U;. Then
(n,n)y = vy(E(n™n)) = Yy(n*n) = 1.
Also Proposition 6.4 and Lemma 9.2 yield
(m*, n")pe =YY (E(nm")) = Yy (n*E(nm)n) = Yy(E(n*nm n)) = dy(n*n)iy (E(m*n))
= (n,m)v = Yy (E(m™n)) = Yy (E(n*m)) = (m,n)u.
Applying Proposition 6.4 and Lemma 9.2 again, this time with Lemma 6.6 too yields
{l,m)u(m,n)u = Yy (E(m ) E(n'm)) = by (E(m*In*m)) = " (E(In"))
= (n"1")v = (l,n)u. O
Angles also respect products in the following sense.

Proposition 9.10. Let U € G. Whenever (U, V) € G®, m,n c U, andr,s €V,

(m,nyy(r,s)y = (mr,ns)yp.v.

Proof. Scaling if necessary, and applying Proposition 9.5 we may assume m,n € U; and
r,s € V1. By Proposition 6.4 and Lemma 9.2,

(mr,nryg.y = Yy (E(r'n*mr)) = Yy (r*"E(n"m)r) = vy(E(n*m)) = (m,n)y.
Likewise, (nr,ns)y.y = (r,s)y and so Proposition 9.9 yields
(m,n)y(r,s)y = (mr,nr)g.y(nr,ns)y.y = (mr,ns)y.v. O

We also have the following observations for products from scalar multiplication and
unit ultrafilters.

Lemma 9.11. Let U € G. Whenever n € U, a € C\ {0}, and l € r(U),
(an,n)y = a/lal = (nan)y  and  (In,n)y =7 (ED)/|lw) = (n, I'n)u.

Proof. We may assume n € Uy, in which case (an,n)y = W@DU(an*n) = a/|a|. Then

we also see that (n,an)y = (an,n)y = a/|a| = a/|al. Similarly, assuming | € r(U)y,
Proposition 6.4 and Lemma 9.2 again yield (In, n)y = ¢y (E(n*in)) = ¢Y(E(l)) and hence
(n,I*n)y = (I*n,n)y = YU (E(l*)) =YY (E(l)) as well. O

Likewise, we also see that, whenever n € U and [ € s(U),
(nl,n)v = Yo (E(1))/|l]sw) = (n,nl")v.
In particular, for any b € r(U)(=r(U) N By) and ¢ € s(U) .,
(bn,nyy = (n,bn)y =1 = (ne,n)y = (n,ne)y. (9.2)
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9.3. Equivalences. We define a binary relation ~; on each U € GG, which we will soon
see that it is an equivalence relation. In Section 10, the resulting equivalence classes will
form the domain 3 of our twist ¢ : X — G.

Definition 9.12. For each U € G, whenever m,n € U, we write m ~y n to mean
(m,n)y =1 or, equivalently, 1y (E(n*m)) > 0 so

m e~y n & (m,n)yy =1 & Yy (E(n*m)) > 0.

Remark 9.13. Continuing the example from Remark 8.3, let A be a D-contractive C*-
completion of C.(X; G) for some twist ¢ : ¥ — G and N = cl(N.(X; G)) be its monomial
semigroup, we see that

me~uno s jm)(e)/[im)(e)] = j(n)(e)/li(n)(e)l,
for all m,n € N and e € X, where again U is the ultrafilter corresponding to g(e).

Proposition 9.14. For each U € G, ~y is an equivalence relation such that m ~y n
implies m* ~y« n* and am ~y an, for all « € C\ {0}. Moreover, if (U, V) € G® then

m~yn and g~y = mq ~y.y nr. (9.3)

Proof. For each U € G, we apply Proposition 9.9 to show that ~y is an equivalence
relation. Firstly, ~y is reflexive because (n,n)y = 1 for all n € N. As (m,n)y = 1

implies (n,m)y = (m,n)y = 1, we see that ~y is symmetric. As (I,m)y = 1 and
(m,n)y = 1 implies ([,n)y = (I,m)y(m,n)y = 1, we see that ~y is also transitive.

Likewise, (m,n)y = 1 implies (m*, n*)y« = (m,n)y = 1 and
(am,an)y = (am, m)y{(m,n)y(n,an)y = a&/|a!2 =1,

showing that m ~y n implies m* ~y+ n* and am ~y an, for all a € C\ {0}. Likewise,
(9.3) is immediate from Proposition 9.10. O

Accordingly, if m ~y n then we say that m and n are U-equivalent. All elements of any
given ultrafilter U are in fact U-equivalent modulo a unique factor in T, namely (m,n).
Indeed, if m,n € U € G and t € T then

m ~y tn & 1= (m,tn)y =t(m,n)y & t = (m,n)y. (9.4)
Also, products with positive elements in the source or range of U are U-equivalent, i.e.
ber(U)y, ces(U); and neU = bn ~y n ~y ne,
by (9.2). In particular, positive elements in any U € G are always U-equivalent, as
b,ce Uy = b~y be ~ c.
Let us now denote the U-equivalence class of any n € U by
nlp ={m e U :m ~y n}.
The ultrafilter U can always be recovered from any of its U-equivalence classes as follows.
Proposition 9.15. Let U € G. Whenever n € U,
U = n]p-

Proof. Assume n € U. We immediately see that [n]y C U and hence [n]; C US C U
since U is an ultrafilter. Conversely, for any m € U, we have [ € U with [ < m,n and
then n ~y (n, )yl < m so m € [n]55. This shows that U C [n]. O
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10. THE TwisT

In this section, we investigate a natural twist over our ultrafilter groupoid G formed
from all its ultrafilter equivalence classes. We denote these equivalence classes by

Y=Yy :={nlv: neUU e G},
which we consider as a topological space with the subbasis
B=1{£°:0 CTisopen and n € N} where
E9 ={[tn]y : t € O and U € U,}.
Thanks to (9.4) above and Proposition 9.15, we have
[m]y € &9 & (m,n)y € O,

where U € U,, is implicit on the right hand side for (m,n)y to be defined.

We first claim that B above is not just a subbasis for the topology, it is actually a basis.
In fact, we will prove the stronger result that each point [m]y has a special neighbourhood
base consisting of open sets of the form £, where O is a neighbourhood of 1 and n is a
multiple of m with some positive element of B.

Proposition 10.1. Fvery [m|y € ¥ has a neighbourhood base of the form
{0 :ber(U); and O is a neighbourhood of 1 in T}.

Proof. Let P C T be open. If [m]y € EF and hence (m,n)y € P then, as V +— (m,n)y =
m¢V(E(n*m)) is continuous, we must have [ € U with [ < m,n such that C' =
c{(m,n)y : Ve U} C P. For a sufficiently small neighbourhood O of 1 in T, we then
still have OC C P. Letting b = II* € r(U),, we immediately see that (m,bm)y =1 € O
so [m]y € EQ . If [q]v € EC,, then we also see that

V € Uy = Uilhyer, UG C U C U,

and (q,m)y = (q,bm)y € O so {q,n)v = (¢, m)v(m,n)y € OC C P and hence [q]y € EF,
showing that Sbom - é’f.

So we have shown that open sets of the given form are a neighbourhood subbase at
[m]y € . To see that they are even a neighbourhood base, it suffices to show that

o P _ cONP
En NE,, = .

bem

To see this, first note that Upe, = Uldlhy, = Uy N UIU = Uppy N Uer,. We then
immediately see that E2NF C €2 NEL . Conversely, if [[|y € E2, NEL then (I, m)y =

bem
(I,bm)y € O and (I,m)y = (l,em)y € P so ([,bcm)y = ([,m)y € O N P and hence
[Z]U S glggbp [

Likewise, every [m|y € 3 has a neighbourhood base of the form
{9, :b € s(U)4 and O is a neighbourhood of 1 in T}.

We can also characterise convergence in X as follows.

Lemma 10.2. For any net ([n)]u,) C X and any [n]y € X, [n\]u, — [n]u if and only if
Uy — U and (ny,n)y, — 1.

We note that the statement of Lemma 10.2 here makes sense: if Uy — U € U,,, then
eventually n € U, which, in particular, implies (ny,n)y, is defined. Equivalently, we
could have said [n)]y, — [n]y if and only if Uy — U and there exists ¢, € T such that
[nalu, = [tan]u, eventually where ¢y — 1 by (9.4).
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Proof. Assume [ny]y, — [n]y. For every m € U, we see that [n]y € EF and so eventually
[na]u, € EL and hence Uy € U,,, showing that Uy — U. For every open neighbourhood
O of 1 in T, we also see that [n]y € Y and so eventually [ny]y, € Y and hence
(nx,m)u, € O, showing that (ny,n)y, — 1.

Conversely, say Uy — U and (ny,n)y, — 1. By Lemma 9.3, (n,m)y, — (n,m)y and
hence (ny, m)y, = (ny,n)y, (n,m)y, — (n,m)y. If [n]y € E9 and hence (n,m)y € O
then this means eventually (ny, m)y, € O and hence [ny]y, € €2, showing that [ny]y, —
[n]u-

Under a natural product operation, > becomes a topological groupoid.
Proposition 10.3. The space Y is a Hausdorff topological groupoid under the product
[m)r[n]y == [mn)r.y defined if and only if (T,U) € G2,
where the inverse of each [n]y € ¥ is given by [n];' = [n*]u~, and the units are given by
YO =A{[b)y: b€ By and U € Uy}

Proof. If [m]r = [m/]7 and [n]y = [n]pr then T = T" and U = U’, by Proposition 9.15,
so (T,U) € GP if and only if (T",U’) € G®. In this case, m ~p m’ and n ~y n’ and
hence mn ~r.;y m'n’ by Proposition 9.14, i.e. [mn|r.y = [m'n]7.pr. Thus the product is
well-defined and associativity follows from the associativity of the product in N.

Now if b € B, and U € U, then, for any [m]r € X with s(T) = U, we see that

[m]r[b]ly = [mblr.y = [m]r, as m ~p mb. Likewise, [b]y[m]|r = [m]r for any [m]r € X
with r(T) = U, so [b]y is a unit in ¥. In particular, every [n|y € ¥ has a source unit
s([nv) = [n*n]swy = [n*]u=[n]u and range unit r([n]y) = [nn*] ) = [n]u[n*]y-. This

shows that X is a groupoid with units £ = {[b]y : b € B, and U € U,} and inverse
operation [n]y +— [n*]y-.

To see that X is a topological groupoid, we must show that the product and inverse
operations are continuous. Accordingly, note that if (Ty,Uy) € G@, [my]lr, — [m]r
and [n)]y, — [nJy in ¥ then, by Lemma 10.2, T\ — T, (my,m)r, — 1, Uy — U
and (ny,n)y, — 1. Then T) - Uy — T - U, by the continuity of the product in G,
and (myny, mn)r,.u, = (my,m)n, (ny,n)y, — 1. Again by Lemma 10.2, this means
(Ml [a]oy, = [mana]n.u, — [mn]ro = [m|r[n]y, showing that the product is continu-
ous. But Ty — T by the continuity of the inverse in G and (m3, m*)r; = (mx,m)r, — 1.
Then Lemma 10.2 again implies that [m}]r; — [m*]r-, showing that the inverse in ¥ is
also continuous and hence ¥ is a topological groupoid.

Finally, to see that ¥ is Hausdorff, say we have a net ([n)]y, ) with limits [m]r and [n]y
in ¥. By Lemma 10.2, this means Uy — T, Uy — U, (ny,m)y, — 1 and (ny,n)y, — 1.
As G is Hausdorft, T' = U. Also (m,n)y = limy(m,n)y, = limy(m,ny)y, (nr,n)y, = 1
and hence [m|y = [n]y. Thus limits in ¥ are unique and hence ¥ is Hausdorff.

Remark 10.4. Suppose A is a D-contractive C*-completion of C.(X;G) for some twist
q: Y — G and N = cl(V.(X;G)) is its monomial semigroup. We claim there is a
topological groupoid isomorphism from the original ¥ onto ¥ defined by

e N.:={n e N :j(n)(e) > 0}.

To see this map takes values in Xy, note that for any n € N, N, = [n]y, ,, by Remark 9.13.
It is straightforward to check that the map is a groupoid homomorphism. That the map
is bijective follows from the bijectivity of the map from G to Gy given in Remark 8.3
along with choices of sections from G to ¥. Continuity follows from Lemma 10.2, the
continuity in Remark 8.3 and the continuity of each function j(n). Finally, Lemma 10.2
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and Remark 8.3 also imply the inverse is continuous. Thus the equivalence classes Xy
‘recover’ the original X.

Next we observe that G is both a topological and algebraic quotient of 3.

Proposition 10.5. There is a continuous open groupoid homomorphism q from ¥ onto
G defined by

q([nly) = U.
Proof. By Proposition 9.15, ¢ is well-defined and, since ultrafilters are nonempty, ¢ maps
Y onto G. By the definition of the product on X, ¢ is a groupoid homomorphism. As

g Y (U,) = ET, for all n € N, q is also continuous. As B is a basis and ¢(£9) = U,,, for all
n € N and open O C T, we see that ¢ is also an open map. 0

We have a natural action of T on X.
Proposition 10.6. There is a free continuous open action of T on ¥ given by
tinly = [tn]u.
Moreover, T acts transitively on each fibre of q.

Proof. It m ~y n and t € T then tm ~y tn, so the action is well-defined. And if
sn ~y tn, for some s,t € T and n € N, then s = t so the action is free. For any open
O,P C T and n € N, we see that OEY = €97 so the action is also open. If we have nets
tx — tin T and [n)\]y, — [n]y in ¥ then Uy — U and (ny,n)y — 1, by Lemma 10.2,

SO (t,\n,\,tn>U = t>\5<n>\,n>U — 1 and hence t)\[TL)\]U)\ = [t)\n)\]UA — [tn]U = t[n]U, again
by Lemma 10.2. This shows that the action is continuous. Transitivity on the fibres of ¢
follows from the fact that [m]y = (m,n)y[n|y, for all m,n € U. O

Putting together Proposition 10.3, Proposition 10.5 and Proposition 10.6, we have the
following.

Corollary 10.7. With G,X and q as defined above, q : ¥ — G 1is a twist.

11. THE REPRESENTATION

Here we show how to represent elements of A as functions in Cy(3; G), yielding an
isomorphism of A with a twisted groupoid C*-algebra. This achieves our main goal of
showing that, up to isomorphism, twisted groupoid C*-algebras are completely charac-
terised by having Cartan semigroups. Moreover, we will show that summable Cartan
semigroups are exactly those that can be identified with the monomial semigroups of
twisted groupoid C*-algebras, thus providing a precise converse to Proposition 3.3.

Remark 11.1. In the process we will see that F is automatically faithful on a dense *-
subalgebra of A but, unlike elsewhere in the literature, we do not require it to be faithful
everywhere. If it is faithful on all of A, however, then the twisted groupoid C*-algebra
isomorphic to A is indeed reduced, just like in the original Kumjian-Renault theory.

For every a € A, we define the desired function a as follows.

Proposition 11.2. For every a € A, we have a € C(3;G) defined by

a([nly) == ﬁ@/}y(E(n*a)) = ﬁ Y(E(an®)). (11.1)
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Proof. Note this amounts to saying that, for n € Uy,

a([n]y) = Yu(E(n"a)) = ¢" (E(an”)).

To see that this is well-defined, take any m,n € U; with m ~y n. Then Proposition 6.4,
Lemma 6.6, Lemma 9.2 and Lemma 9.7 yield

Yu(E(m*a)) = ¢ (nE(m*a)n*) = ¥ (E(nm*an®)) = ¢ (E(nm*) E(an”))
=y (E(an")).
To see that a is T-contravariant, for any U € G, n € U; and t € T we have
a(t[n]u) = a([tn]v) = Yu(E(tn"a)) = By (E(n"a)) = ta([n]v).

To verify that a is continuous, take any nets (Uy)xepn € G and (my)rea with my € (Uy)1,
for all A € A, such that [m,\]UA — [m]y in X, for some U € G and m € U;. This means
Uy — U and (my, m)y, — 1 by Lemma 10.2. It follows that, for all sufficiently large A,

a([malu,) = a({mx, mu, m]u,) = (ma, m)v,du, (m*a) = du(m*a) = a([mly). O
Now we proceed to examine further properties of the map a — a.

Proposition 11.3. The map a — a is a *-linear contraction from A to (>°(3).
Proof. For any a € A, U € G and n € Uy, note that

a*([nly) = Yu(E(n*a")) = ¢U" (E(an)) = a([n*]v-) = a([n];"),
showing that a* = a*. For any a € C, we see that

aa([nlv) = ¢u(E(an’a)) = ay(E(n"a)) = ad([n]y),
showing that ca = aa. For any other b € A, we also see that
@+ b([nly) = du(n(a+)) = Yu(na) + oy (n°b) = allnly) +bllnlv).

showing that a+tb=a+b. Finally, for any U € G, Proposition 9.6 yields n € U} so

la([nlv)| = v (E(n"a))| < [E(n*a)|| < [In"al] < |Infllla]l = o]

This shows that ||a]|e < ||a|| so a — a is indeed a contraction. O

When we consider the map a — a on B, we get a stronger property. First let
Bo(Z;G) = {f € Co(; Q) : q(supp°(f)) € GV} D B.(%: Q)
Proposition 11.4. The map a — a is a C*-algebra isomorphism from B onto By(X; G).

Proof. This follows from the classic Gelfand duality. To see this, first note that we have a
C*-algebra isomorphism from By(3; G) onto Co(G?), specifically given by f + fo C]E(lm
where q|£(10) is the inverse of of the quotient map restricted to £(°). For each U € G
take by € Uy N By so qE}O)(U) = [bu]y. By Theorem 8.9, we have a homeomorphism
u: Xp —» GO (namely u(I) = (B \ I)<) which again yields a C*-algebra isomorphism
from Co(G) onto Co(Xp) given by f + f ou. For any a € B, we then see that

i 0 ql 50 0 u(l) = al[bun]un) = Yury(yna) = (I)(a).

Gelfand duality then tells us that a — a o q|£(0) ouis a C*—algebra isomorphism from B
onto Co(Xp). Inverting the isomorphisms above, it follows that a — a is a C*-algebra
isomorphism from B onto By(3; G). O
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Next we show that composing the stable expectation E with the map a + a is the same
as first mapping to a then applying the usual groupoid expectation E following the same
formula as the diagonal map D. Specifically, for any f: 3 — C, we define E(f): X — C
by

0 otherwise.

. e) if g(e ©)
E(f)(e):{f() fole) € G

Lemma 11.5. For alla € A, -
E(a) = E(a).
Proof. Take a € A. For any U € G and b € U, N B,
E@) (o) = vu (B0 E(0))) = bu (E(E(0))) = b (B a)) = a(blo),

—

showing that E(a) agrees with & on ¢~'(G(®). On the other hand, for any U € G \ G,
Proposition 8.5 yields n € U; with E(n) = 0 and then

E(a)([nlu) = vu(E(n" E(a))) = vy (E(n*)E(a)) = 0.

Extending to T-multiplies yields E(E)(q_l(G \ G)) = {0}, as required. O
Whenever n € U € GG, we see that
W([nv) = p-vu(n') = In|y.
This observation allows us to identify supp®(n).
Proposition 11.6. For anyn € N,
supp® (i) = ¢~ (Uy).

Proof. For any U € U,, and t € T, we see that n(t[n]y) = t|n|y # 0so ¢ ' (U,,) C supp®(n).
Conversely, take [m]y € supp®(n) so

0 # a([mlv) = Yu(E(m™n)) = (B \ s(U))(E(m™n)).
This means E(m*n) € s(U) and hence s(U) € Ugnn)y € Up+n by Proposition 8.4. So

m*n € s(U) and hence mm*n € Us(U) C U, i.e. U € U = Upm+Un, C U, As U was
arbitrary, this shows that supp®(n) C ¢~ (U,,). O

Building on this, we have the following.

Proposition 11.7. The map n — 1 is a semigroup homomorphism from N to S :={a €
C(%; G) : q(supp®(a)) is a bisection}.

Proof. For each n € N, Proposition 11.2 says n € C'(3; G) and Proposition 11.6 tells us
that g(supp®(f)) = U, is a bisection and hence 7 € S. Now for any (T,U) € G®, m €T
and n € U,

mn([m|r[n]v) = ma([mn|rv) = |mnlry = [mir|n|v = M((m]r)a((nly).

As g(supp®(m)) = U,, and q(supp®(n)) = U, are bisections, this last product is a convo-
lution, i.e. m([m|r)n([n]y) = mn([m]r[n]y). This extends to T-multiples, showing that
mn and mn agree on ¢ ' (U, U,) and hence everywhere, as

supp’(mn) = q_l(umn) = q_l(Z/{mUn) = q_l(um)q_l(un) = supp° (m)supp’(n). O
For any C' C A, we denote the image of C' under the map a — a by
C={¢:ceC}.
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Lemma 11.8. For alln € N,
> = {f € C(3;:G) : supp*(f) € ¢~ Un)}-

Proof. 1f m < n, then ¢(supp®(m)) = U,, € U, by Proposition 8.10 and Proposition 11.6,
thus proving the C part. Conversely, take any f € C(3;G) with supp®(f) € ¢~ H(U,).
By Lemma 7.4, we have a sequence in n~ converging to n and hence the same applies
to their images under the map a — a, as this map is contractive (with respect to || - ||
on A and || - || on C(X; G)) and hence continuous, by Proposition 11.3. As supp®(f) €
q *(U,) = supp®(n), we must therefore have some m < n such that supp®(f) C supp® (7).
By Lemma 7.5, we then have [, s € N with m <, <n. As sm € B, it follows that

supp®(3f) = supp®(8)supp®(f) C supp°(§)supp°(rir) = supp®(5m) € GO

By Proposition 11. 4 we then have b € B with b = sf and hence b = lsf However,
Isih = lsm = 1 s0 s has to be 1 on r(supp®(7m)) and hence on r(supp (f)), which means
that b = lsf f. As Il < n and hence [b < n, we have shown f € n> as required. 0

Now we can extend this to the compatible sums defined in equation (6.2).
Proposition 11.9. The map a — a takes compatible sums from N~ onto N.(3;G), i.e
csum(N>) = N(; G).

Proof. If n € N~, then ¢(Supp(n)) is a compact bisection by Lemma 11.8. If m € N~
is compatible with n then supp(rn)~'supp(n) C supp(m*n) = Up-n C GO, Likewise,
supp(r)supp(n) "t € G and hence supp(m) C supp(m )Usupp( ) is also a compact

bisection. Extending to finite compatible sums shows that csum(N>) C N.(X; G).
Conversely, take any f € N.(X;G). As supp(f) is a compact bisection, it is contained
in an open bisection O, by [9, Proposition 6.3]. As {U,},en forms a basis for the locally
compact Hausdorff space G, a partition of unity argument yields fi,..., fr € C(3;QG)
and nqy,...,n; € N such that f = Z?Zl f; and q(supp®(f;)) € O NUy,, for all j < k.
Then Lemma 11.8 yields m; < n; with m; = f;, for each j < k. Also, for all i,j < k,

Unpm; = supponm = supp®(m;) 'supp°(m;) € 0~'0 € GV
and hence mim; € B, by Corollary 8.7. Likewise, mym; € B, for all i, j < k, showing

—

that my, ..., my are compatible and hence f = Z§:1 = Z§=1 m; € csum(N>). O

This then even extends to an algebraic isomorphism on a dense subalgebra of A. We
restate our standing hypotheses in the following theorem, ensuring it and the subsequent
corollary, which is our main result, are self-contained.

Theorem 11.10. Let A be a C*-algebra containing a Cartan semigroup N with semi-
Cartan subalgebra B generated by the positive elements of N and a stable expectation
E : A — B. Then the map a — a is a *~algebra isomorphism from span(N) onto some
*_subalgebra of span(Ny(X; G)) which takes span(N~) onto C.(X; G), i.e

spa/nmﬂ = C.(2;G).

Proof. By Proposition 11.3 and Proposition 11.7, the map a + a is a *-algebra homo-
morphism on span(/N). To see it is also injective on span(N), first note that, for each
n € N\ {0}, there is an ultrafilter U € U,,, by Proposition 8.1. Then n([n]y) = |n|y # 0
and, in particular, n # 0. Now assume that we have shown a # 0 for all non-zero elements
of Ny := {Z§:1 nj:ny,Ng,...,ng € N}, and take any a € Ny \ {0}. Then a*a # 0 and
hence we must have nja # 0, for some j < k + 1. Then we can renumber if necessary
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to ensure that nf.,a # 0. If E(nf,,a) # 0 then E(n}, a) = E(/n}‘;:a) # 0, by the
injectivity on B C N, and hence @ # 0. On the other hand, if E(nj ,a) = 0 then, as
E(”Z+1nk+1) = Ny M1,

k+1 k
Njr@ = N0 — E(ngya) = Z(”ZH”J' — E(njyn;)) = Z(”ZH"J' — E(ngs1ny))-
j=1 j=1

But nj n; — E(nj,n;) € N, for all j < k, by Lemma 5.5 and Proposition 6.2, so
ny,,1a € Ni. By assumption, it follows that 7} 6 = m # 0 and hence again a # 0.
This completes the induction showing a # 0, for all a € span(N) \ {0}, as required.

Now just note that Lemma 7.4, Proposition 11.3 and Lemma 11.8 yield

N CdA(N>) C cloo(N7) C el (No(Z; G)) = No(5:G),

SO Smf) = span(N) C span(No(X: G)). Also span(N>) = span(csum(N>)) and so
Proposition 11.9 yields span(N>) = span(csum(N>)) = span(N.(2; G)) = C.(£;G). O

Corollary 11.11. We have an isomorphism ¥V from A onto a twisted groupoid C*-algebra
C = cl(Cu(3; @) such that a = j o ¥(a), for all a € A. Moreover,

(1) If N is summable then W(N) is the monomial semigroup cl(N.(2; G)).
(2) If E is faithful then C' = V(A) is the reduced C*-algebra C}(%2;G).

Proof. By Theorem 11.10, span(N~) is a dense copy of C.(X;G) in A which is thus

isomorphic to a C*-completion C' of C.(3; G). Moreover, this completion is D-contractive

by Lemma 11.5 so C' is indeed a twisted groupoid C*-algebra. Denoting the isomorphism

from A to C' by W, we see that @ = j o U(a) for all a € span(N~) (by definition). But as

v, j and a + a are all contractive maps, a and 7 o ¥ must then coincide everywhere.
Now if N is summable then

N,(2:G) C esum(N>) € N C cl(N>) C el (No(Z; G)).
>

c
It follows that N.(X;G) C ¥(N) C cl(N.(X; G)) € C and hence ¥(N) = cl(N.(X; G)), as
N is closed and W is an isomorphism.

For item (2), if E is faithful then we have a Hilbert B-module H coming from the
completion of A with respect to the inner product (a,b) := E(a*b). Also, for each a € A,
we have a;, € B(H), the adjointable operators on H, defined by ar(b) = ab for all
be AC H. The map a + ay, is then an isomorphism from A to a C*-subalgebra of
B(H) and hence the norm of any a € A is equal to the operator norm of ay, which is
precisely sup{\/||E(c*a*ac)|| : ¢ € span(N~) and E(c*c) < 1} mentioned above. As ¥
takes span(N>) to C.(3;G) and E(a) to E(a), for all a € A, this shows that C' is the
completion of C.(X; G) with respect to the reduced norm. O

12. NORMALISERS VS MASAS

The previous section achieves our main goal of identifying the C*-algebra A with a
twisted groupoid C*-algebra. In addition to extending the Kumjian-Renault theory to
non-reduced C*-algebras, it extends the theory in two other important ways. Firstly, our
semi-Cartan subalgebra B is only required to be commutative, not a MASA like in the
definition of a Cartan subalgebra. On the other hand, in the Kumjian-Renault theory,
one works with the entire normaliser semigroup N(B), while our Cartan semigroup N
need only be contained in N(B), as noted in Lemma 4.1. Here we show that these latter
two aspects of our generalisation are actually one and the same, modulo summability.
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First observe that if B is a MASA, then Proposition 4.3 tells us that the normalisers
N(B) form summable Cartan semigroup, which must therefore contain not only N but
also csum(N), the closure of its compatible sums. Using Corollary 6.5, we can show that,

in fact, N(B) contains no other elements. In particular, N(B) recovers the original N if
N is summable and B is a MASA.

Proposition 12.1. If B is a MASA then csum(N) = N(B).

Proof. Assume csum(N) # N(B), so we have some a € N(B) \csum(N). Let pg, g be as
in equation (3.1). Noting that aa*a € esum(N) would imply

a= liin api(a*a) = liin aa*aqi(a*a) € cl(csum(N)B) C csum(N),

it follows that aa*a ¢ csum(N) and hence E(a*a)a* = a*aa* ¢ csum(N)* = csum(N).
We claim that this means E(na)a* ¢ N, for some n € N. If not then, for any
ni,...,n, € N, we would have E(Z;‘f:l nga)a* = Zle E(nga)a* € csum(N) because,
for all 4,5 < k, aE(n;a)*E(nja)a* € aBa* C B and E(n;a)a*aE(n;a) € BBB C B. But
we know that a* € A = cl(span(N)) and so this would mean F(a*a)a* € csum(N), a
contradiction. This completes the proof of the claim.
Now take n with E(na)a* ¢ N and note E(na)a* = limy E(pg(nn*)na)a* so

N Z E(nn*na)a* = nn*E(na)a* = E(na)nn*a* = nE(an)n*a*.

Thus E(an)n*a* ¢ N 2 B, even though E(an)n*a* commutes with every b € B, as in
the proof of Proposition 3.7 (replace n with an in (3.2)), showing B is not a MASA. O

As alluded to above, the converse also holds, i.e. if N = N(B) then B is a MASA. To
prove this it will help to first prove the following preparatory lemma.
We denote the commutant of B

C(B)={ac€ A:Vbe B (ab="ba)}.

Note that
C(B)NN(B)={ce C(B) : c"c,cc* € B}.

Lemma 12.2. If N = N(B) but B is not a MASA then we have K € N U {oo} with
K > 1 and c € C(B) \ {0} such that c*c = cc* € B and E(c*) =0, for all k < K. If
K # oo then we can further ensure that ¢ € B,

Proof. If B is not a MASA in A then the same applies to their unitisations, i.e. B is
not a MASA in A. Thus we have a unitary v € C(B) \ B, necessarily of the form
u = tl 4+ a, for some t € T and a € C(B) \ B. Now note that there must be some
b € By with bu ¢ B (otherwise, taking an approximate unit (b)) C By for A, we would
have a = limy(byu — tby) € B, a contradiction). Setting ¢ = bu — E(bu), it follows that
E() = 0, c € C(B)\ {0},

cct = b* — buB(u*b) — E(bu)u*b + E(bu) E(u*b) = b* — E(bu)E(u*b) € B

and, likewise, c*c = b? — E(u*b) E(bu) = cc*.

If E(c*) =0 for all k > 1 as well, we are done. If not then we can take minimal K € N
such that E(c®) # 0. As ¢ € C(B) and ¢*c = cc* € B it follows that ¢ € N(B) = N and
hence E(c®) C ¢X. Take (b;) € BY with E(c®) = lim; b;c’. Noting that the C*-algebra
generated by B and ¢ is commutative, we see that the sequence (bjc) must also have a
limit. Letting d = lim; b;c € C(B), we again see that d*d = dd* € B and E(d*) = 0,
for all k& < K. Moreover, d* = lim; bXc® = E(c*) € B\ {0}, which also implies d # 0.
In other words, replacing ¢ with d, we may further assume that ¢ € B. Multiplying c
by some element of B if necessary, we may further assume that the spectrum of c¥ lies
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entirely within the left or right half of the complex plane. This ensures that there is some
b € B such that b = X and hence (b*c)X = c&*cK € B, \ {0}. So replacing ¢ with b*c
if necessary, we also obtain ¢ € B, , as required. O

Theorem 12.3. If N = N(B) then B is a MASA.

Proof. Looking for a contradiction, assume that N = N(B) but B is not a MASA, take
K >1and ce C(B)\ {0} as above.

First assume that K = 2. Note |¢| = v/ € By, as ¢ € B, and cc* = c¢*c. Letting
n = |c|+ic € C(B), we see that n*n = |c|* +i|c|c —ic*|c| + ¢*c = 2|c|* € B, and, likewise,
nn* = 2|c|*> € By son € N(B) = N and hence |¢| = E(n) C n. Taking (b;) C B with
E(n) = limg by E(n) = limy, byn, we see that (by) is an approximate unit for |¢| = E(n)
and hence ¢ and thus n as well. So |¢| = E(n) = lim byn = n = |¢| +ic and hence ic = 0,
contradicting our choice of ¢ # 0.

Now assume that 2 < K < oo. Again note |c| = (¢/)% € B, and let

K—1

n=(K-2)c" =2 |effF e C(B).
k=1

Elementary calculations then show that n*n = nn* = K?|c[* € B, son € N(B) C N.
As E(c*) =0, for all k < K, it follows that (K — 2)|c|® = E(n) C n. Taking (by) C BL
with E(n) = limy by E(n) = limy byn, we again see that by is an approximate unit for |c|
and hence c*, for all k < K, and thus for n as well. So

K-1
(K =2)l" = E(n) = limbyn = n = (K - 2)|e[* -2 D et
k=1

and hence ZkK;ll c|/¥~kc* = 0. But again this is not possible because
K-1 K—1
E(C* |C|K—kck) _ E(Z |C’K_k+lck_1> _ ‘C|K £ 0.
k=1 k=1
The only remaining possibility is K = oo. In this case let n = |c|e!“*¢) € C(B) so
n*n =nn* = |c|> € B and again n € N(B) C N. Note that we have (ax)rez, C B with

n=ay+ Zak(ck + ),
k=1
e.g. ag = > peo(=1)FEI72|c|* T and a; = i >0 (= 1)K (K 4+ 1)1 [+ Multiplying
lc| by some € > 0 if necessary, we may assume that ag and a; have the same support as
|c| when identifying the C*-algebra D generated by B and ¢ with Cy(Xp). This means
that any approximate unit in B for aq is also an approximate unit for a;. As E(n) C n,
we again have (by) C B} with

ap = E(n) = liin b E(n) = liin bgn = ag + ar(c+ ") + li;n b Zak(ck + ).
k=2
This implies @ = 0 where a = a1(c + ¢*) + limg b >y ar(cF + ¢**), which again is not
possible because E(ca) = a;|c|* # 0. Thus we get a contradiction for all possible K. [

Recall that [2, Theorem 3.1 (2)<(5)] says that the C*-algebraic local bisection hy-
pothesis holds for a reduced twisted groupoid C*-algebra precisely when the canonical
diagonal is a MASA and hence a Cartan subalgebra. In light of Proposition 3.3, the
results above extend this to more general (e.g. full) C*-completions of C.(¥; G). Even in
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the reduced case (which corresponds to E being faithful, by Corollary 11.11), the above
results provide a somewhat different proof of [2, Theorem 3.1 (2)<(5)].
We also get the following corollary.

Corollary 12.4. Let A be a C*-algebra with commutative C*-subalgebra B such that the
span of N(B) is dense in A. Suppose we are also given an expectation E : A — B. Then
B is a Cartan subalgebra if and only if E is faithful and E(n) C n, for alln € N(B).

Proof. 1f B is a Cartan subalgebra then, by definition, there is a faithful expectation onto
B. As shown in Proposition 3.7, both this faithful expectation and the given expectation
E are then stable and hence N(B) is a Cartan semigroup. By Proposition 6.2, these
expectations must then be the same and satisfy E(n) C n, for all n € N(B).

Conversely, for all n € N(B), if E(n) C n then E(n)n* € cl(nBn*) C B. Also n*n
commutes with B by [26, Proposition 2.1], so E(n*n) C n*n implies E(n*n) < n*n and
hence a := n*n — E(n*n) > 0. As E(a) = 0, if E is faithful then a = 0 and hence
n*n = E(n*n) € B. Thus N(B) is a Cartan semigroup with associated semi-Cartan
subalgebra B. By Theorem 12.3, B is then a MASA and hence a Cartan subalgebra. [J

13. DOMINATION VARIANTS

We finish by examining a few further properties of domination which clarify its connec-
tions to similar relations considered previously in the literature.

The first attempt to define Kumjian-Renault’s Weyl groupoid from a domination-like
relation appeared in [4]. This variant of domination, which we denote here by <,, was a
stronger relation defined only on the unit ball of N by

m <, n = m <p= M.

This is closer to the relation <, where m < n means mn = m, which was originally
considered on semigroups of real-valued continuous functions in [23] (and also sometimes
used in C*-algebras — see [10, 11.3.4.3]). However, more recent work in [5], [6], [8] and the
present paper indicates that < is the better relation to work with. Nevertheless, < and
<, are still closely related and, on Cartan semigroups at least, they really differ only by a
factor of B, as we now show. We also simultaneously show that we could have required
sn and ns to lie in B} when defining < (much as the sequence defining T can be taken
in B, as shown in Lemma 5.2). Accordingly, let us define a strengthening <! of <, by
m<in & ms,sm € B, sn,nsGBi and nsm =m = msn.

Below we also denote infima and suprema by A and V respectively.
Theorem 13.1. If m < n then we have s € n*B, N Byn* with m <! n.

Proof. First we claim that
m<gn = m <ggtp* M.

Indeed, if m < n then nss*n* € B, and ss*n*n € B, B, C B,. Also, Corollary 4.2
yields ss*n*m € sBm C B and (4.5) yields mss*n* = s*n*ms = ms € B and

nss*n*m = nsm =m = s*n"*msn = mss*n*n,
i.e. m <gg:p+ n. This shows that m < n implies m <, n, for some s € N with ns, sn € B,.
Defining f on R, by f(z) =z A x™!, we next claim that
m<gn and ns,sn € By = m <sf(ns) N-

Indeed, if m <; n and ns, sn € By then msf(ns),nsf(ns) € BB C B and Corollary 4.2
yields sf(ns)n,sf(ns)m € B. Moreover, as f(1) = 1, bm = m implies f(b)bm = m, for
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any b € B, so nsf(ns)m =m = mf(sn)sn = msf(ns)n, i.e. m <gppus n. As f(z) <z,
for all x > 0, ||[nsf(ns)|| <1 and ||sf(ns)n| = ||f(sn)sn|| < 1. This shows that m < n
implies m <! n, for some s € N.

Now assume m <! n. Take any r > 16||s||* and define functions g and i on R, by

glx)=2x—-1)VvO0 and h(z) =z~ Ara.

Noting that g(sn)n*nn* = n*ng(sn)n* = n*g(ns)nn* = n*nn*g(ns), it follows that
g(sn)p(n*n)n* = n*p(nn*)g(ns) for any polynomial p without constant term and hence
any continuous p with p(0) = 0. To complete the proof it suffices to show m <} n where

t = g(sn)h(n*n)n* = n*h(nn*)g(ns) € n*B, N Byn".

To see this, first note (sn)? = n*s*sn < ||s||*n*n. Identifying B with Cy(Xp),
we see that if z € X satisfies sn(z) > 1/2 then 1/4 < sn(x)? < ||s||*n*n(z) so
1/16 < ||s||*n*n(z)? and hence n*n(z)~' < 16]/s||*n*n(x) < rn*n(z), which implies
h(n*n)n*n(z) = 1. On the other hand, if sn(z) < 1/2 then 2sn(z) — 1 < 0 and hence
g(sn)(x) = 0. These observations together imply that tn = g(sn)h(n*n)n*n = g(sn) € B
and, likewise, nt = g(ns) € BL. As g(1) = 1 and nsm = m = msn, it follows that
ntm = g(ns)m = m = mg(sn) = min. Finally note n*m = n*nsm € BB C B and hence
tm = g(sn)h(n*n)n*m € B. Likewise mt € B and hence m <} n, as required. O

We can even extend this result to any bounded finite family.

Corollary 13.2. If my,...,my <n, we have s € n*B, N Byn* with my,...,my <. n.
Proof. 1t my,...,my < n then we have sq,...,s;, € n*BL N Byn* with m; <;j n, for all
J < k. This means we have by, ..., by, c1,...,c, € By with s; = bjn* = n*c;, for all j < k.

Letting s = (b1 V... Vbg)n* =n*(c1 V... V) € n*B. N Byn*, we see that, for all j <k,
m; =m;s;n =mibjn n=mj(bin*nVv...Vbn'n) =m;b V... Vb)n'n =m;sn,
as byn*n, ..., byn*n € Bi. Likewise, nsm; = m; and hence m; <ln, for all j <k. [
One immediate application of this is that sums behave well with respect to domination.
Corollary 13.3. For alll,m,n € N,
I,m<n = [+m <n.

Proof. If I,m < n then, by the above result, we have s € N with [,m <, n and hence
l+m=lsn+msn=(ls+ms)ne€ (B+ B)N C BN C N. Likewise | +m = ns(l + m)
etc. and hence [ +m <, n. [l

As another application, we can show that (IV, <) is a predomain in the sense of [21],
also known as an abstract basis in [19, Definition I11-4.15] and [20, Lemma 5.1.32].

Corollary 13.4. If my,...,mi <n, we have |l € nB, N Byn with my, ... ,mg <;= | < n.

Proof. If my,...,my < n then we have s € n*B; N Byn* with my,...,my <! n, by
Theorem 13.1. Then we have ¢ € nB; N Byn with my,...,my <! ¢ < n, as in the proof
of Lemma 7.5. This means we have b, ¢, d, e € B such that s = bn* = n*cand t = dn = ne.
Setting | = nvbe = Vedn, it follows that mq, ..., my <; | < n. O

It follows that we obtain a domain from the <-ideals of N, which correspond to the
open bisections of our ultrafilter groupoid.
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